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PREFj^OE. 



,Wb hare meaat to make the ti^ of 4qx hook te 
pUia that ng thoroughly eotaeryadr4 mmd eoald 
fliUtake— - and so waste hi« mtmtj in ptu^ehasii^ H. 
We har« gHren tnuoh of the last twoEitj jean of 
our life and time to the worU, " withcmt monej and 
adthout price ;" and if we ^ould find ittteoe&iary, 
^ for any reasoQ think it beat to let oust Iktla week 
partly bear the ezpeme of ita own publication^ itt 
wish no one to be deceived in getting it* We hwt 
no thoi^ht of any material remuneration for our 
own labors. Header, this is rery radical ;-*HUid wa 
diHifess to a choice not to be the firrtto wake aay 
who, with aU the influenera of the ninete^h eeitory 
about them, are yet soundly Sisfeq) upon ike lap of 
the past. We do not wish such to be too snddenh^ 
brought i«to traraiHng paims for their own spiritual 
and mental birth to the future -^ t^em though we 
know these must sooner 99; later eome. Some milder 
and more gradual dose might be better as a first 
stimulant. We took our pen nuunly for the b^efit 
of reformera* aad for thoae wbom natere^as given 
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IV PBKFACS. 

some ability to be such. These are more thau 
welcome — we iuvite them to read us critically 

The subject of Love and Marriage will ever be ona 
of vast importance to our race : we can hardlj 
conceive it pos^ibk^ to ratf ^ it (po< Wghhr. Between 
1837 and ^640 Theophilus fe. cfates published ^ 
series of radical tracts, -called the '' Battle Axe." 
This stirred the waters of orthodoxy. In these, he 
imseirtod a'totWr from John H. Noy^s, whioh (ie- 
olcres, ^kat, in a state of heavenly holhiesson eavtHl 
*^Every dirfii»fr«o to every gu«st." The conteift 
put fais ipe^yn^ beyond question* • All of this, iheil, 
amonntedto^ but little more than prophecy. 

In 184i^Hr. Noyescame oat with a fnll etp^ 
ntkm ahd- defence of his prihciples in his "Btbl9 
Argumont.''^' This was an able, bnt small, work tni 
¥m^ Lof e fof di saved and redeemed humanity. ^ 
^ Kot far from tilts time — ^we sim|^y write the dat« 
fremiMmoky-***^. FovFlers (L. K. and 0. 8.) wrote 
eadx «' book cm «^ Marriage/' They taught that lov$ 
wtiM marriqffe, bntcohfiiwd it to dmal 4>rd4r — to pairs. 
On the lAde, these last books ifere elevating in 
th«r tendeney among the mass of minAs • 

In 1860, Henry James wrote to good effect in hie 
"^ Morttlisih and Okrietiamty." 

In 1852, Dr. Laiaros pHblidied " Love vi, Mar'^ 
riage." This book Vas of the Fonrier cast ; and, for 
the time, was «< Written withont gbves." It was a 
Mosl levdy aad lovable book, bat not so aigamen>- 
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tedve as toaae whkk hare ttuoaeded it. It bumI 
ftftYB {ml many minds into a right train 9^ 4ho«gbiL 
^ la 1853, Horaee Greelej pubUahed, in tbt 
M Trfbvne/' a part of a disoussioa betw^es J^nrf 
jFames/Stapben Pearl Andrews, Bod hiaueV. . Tbe 
ir&ole eame out afterwards in a tract, by.Mr.. Aat 
drews. Tkis must bare been deeply interesting to 
minds on all sides of the questions; 
i In 1854, Henry G. Wright and Dr« Nichols 
«ach published a fair siaed book on ''J^arria^e/.' . 
' The pre»ent year, we hare Andrew Jackson Davis 
^ the same subject. We have long had the Writiiigs 
of Fourier, Owen, and others on the A^estioaa. 

We consider all of these books most VAluable. 
STt^ne of them are superfluous. We think Mr. 
Wright elevates eoniiubial love as high as it caa be 
devated in exclusive dual marriage. He: teadbas 
^at love is marriage, and sticks hgr naturcf, as he 
understands it. ; 

' " Dr. Nichols (his wife wrote a portion of the 
book) takes nature fcx his guide, but denies, its 
ezclusiveness. His book is Tery instructive ; audi 
tt^ors the Free Love doctrine. - Mr. Davis, in the 
main, teacihes the philosophy of marriage with great 
^leamesa and beauty, but eontends that connubial 
love is modogamie in its highest manifestat^onfl. 
Before closing our book, I. intend to review this 
axcluMve phasb in Mr. Wright and Mr. Davis, so I 
srlH sot add mdrb here. Several of these last books 
1* 
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bftve Mem#d to cmne almort simiiteneMnljr. B hai 
Bivil^lidd the BuniUer of leaders^ on the gubject cf 
wbicb tb«y treat, teq.fold ; and jet it has; dompara* 
4Te]y# b«t jast begun to agitate the public mML . It 
k aow ies^oed to be thoToughl j dbctttsed. The fiit 
is already Undled whicb wifi bring to tke juc^ 
menJL the traditioos, ir ith the imperfect inetitutioiifl; 
of the past, and bom up the " hay, wood, and std^ 
ble'* whidi are found in thetn. On the wboi^, I 
am Bot mxnty that these late aathom look* in the 
aDain, the several and direrse posttionfl wbieb fliej 
did. We are in an age of active thought, andtratb 
is mom deeply planted in the understandings add 
bearts of men by this friendly opposition And 
diseussion* Truth is always safe in soch diseussionib 
86 ftv as we bold opinions not based in truth, tbeae 
may and ^U suffer a loss in such a mental refineir^ 
•***b«i absolute tprnth never can. When we get aa 
article of great utility, we are apt to . feel a sort of 
wonder bow we ooldd so kmg do without it. So 
I felt on reading most of these late works ott 
ttarriagie. Yet probably the world was not prepared 
for them before* I will add-^to my mind, they alt 
seem to have come b about the rigbt order. 

We repeat— none of these are superfluous. Tbe 
subj ect is not yet exhausted. We bold tbe pen to 
add another book to the list, — and we promise tbe 
ireader, that ours shall not be superfluous. We da 
not pronuse tbat it shall be agreeable to \m aaental 
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U^ teate hm hnm 
Miii/HBtM to Bone lof the »o«t raiUfl* m &e ppaiJ 
Vlh t»mfi^itk Menee of Fbeb Lovs« ' W« do^thol^ 
l^eMee ^e Mm eisre we find it in'Mttam^ in>keMoi^ 
e^ted and hamoDiMw luMiiSBelitiQiia. • . 

On the sobjeet of moridBimad BMurf^fe^ tlm-e Iui# 
been, la spread advanoe in^ ii Aort apaoe d tine, i I 
nier «iorQ qieeialj to vsibrnleM. J^ little tivevg^ 
^Moaee'V WM thestaodard. (hrtvraid and fegii 
auurriages. usere firflt,-4ov6 aod Inmoiij ivwar 
Moendtfy. l^n ebedienee to aimple legtlmotMtf 
waa Tirtao«s. How all (hia has ehanged. Amoag «9 
•f these writexa, ezoepi lir. Koyea'aad Mr. CkKtea* 
Attture ia the standard. Nature is i^t Infallible ani 
Iaq>ired Book^ a&d its normal pionipfmgs' ave iSke 
law o£ yirtue and of inorals; Mr. Noyea defenda 
hia poailioBS both from nature, and t]|« topiritoal ahd 
higher* teaehtaga (^ the New Teatanaeait B«^* 
then, theve ia wo controveraj aaiong theae radical^ 
i^annatory writera, as to what is the atandaid 9§ 
tnath» dt aa to where the hiw of marriage ia te be 
£»imd;*D8ne as to the propriety of, or chastitjf in» 
eheymg ihese laws. Tbeae writen do dififer its to 
Am proper readmg d ^tai^a • laws. Fe«r^» 
Owen^ the Fowlers^ James, Laaams, NIolHrfs, 
AAdrews, Wright, and Davis, offtm tkiit irue lo^ 
i$ mtmrioffe. The Fowlers, Wr^t, and Da^ 
oontnd that eonmibial lore, in its higfaefit derelop* 
akent, is exchikiTely doal. Hera^he latt^ agi«a» 
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l^i^ gfc nt'^lMer Mt^ecte^ of iBmch list bnportuMiy 

^wsy. tmif KidMjB, ilemy the #fldMio« of ^ 
ciehiMva Dalnreaf thk love, and teack more ^ ki# 
the modern 4ootHa«s. ef Fr«e L«Te. Tkefte kt^ 
4ift p Qii )ath«r pauitt AnoiBg themselTe*. ^ 

1 Last kappy to JaA' tfae cootro^er^ «o moeli' 
ibpKteMd in .8]toce-^4ii ^^xlbtmi pf TMfe. We aH. 
iuioll (haft liha 4airg of mind arei oar guide ; and 
ittiAheea laws' mhut be Abscdufelj imb. la tills 
aeiMa» w& ^ tooti&tA alike for Free Xove. We mgnm. 
fiiat k9aUhy .'ai$nitie8 and aUvaotions must reiga . 
aiipittaie. BbtMn Wrigkit; aad loiiie odiers^ tall «a 
iuit this .A«i7% aUraGti<Sn will, and mastb ht^itsE 
aaftuM, be alwaje .eicelasire. I hear Bonie, on M 
•fte^ haad> t&j to Mr. Wright and his firieads/^ 
fHasdsiand opimoii8.off ! Allow ms tba lrte4oaB 
t(>^ settle ike nature of. oar own atlraetions. Admit** , 
tfaig jott mmj know what is most healtkj, alevatkigy 
iluiipure lor yonrself^^^o Bot measuie-all men aad 
all womien bj joiir oira affectional stature ! V i BKf 
to Mi\ Wi^igkt* if jou seealaw of mind as mUb*^ 
or the highest law of asind as each, — ^it is no# 
iaiipertiaent in yon to ^ak out that Jaw. Wk 
tUffik w!3 kpow and see soane of the nhalterable lavri 
of mind, and we olaim the right to so far exposk 
and -defend th^.kwa. If others dififev froaa as# 
we not only l^ve theai free to Hto their views. <»C 
ti«Af but wfe SMpe^ ihem in it. All ol «s> il ia 
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wmethfBm ix 

|Nrt)bibl^»«reAii>y«tcoiiip8ntirelyiHtatth« «^ablii*' 
M iMe&tftl PhUo«of»liy. I irill tieyer*ttetepC 16 liT« 
«qr Uw &rthei> thaxv I ihttik I sife it. Reii^r, im 
ioft fetj 'MW fUbr. W/s opposite^ We b«K«Ve tbtft 
ibotiKb tnmti 4l0Br mui3b--ter3r miieb, non«, iii 
•Klire fre«(kQxii, Ittid tmitifkl^need m tike past and 
pMse&l by otber rnktis orinatHtitkms ki tbe hood* 
m^ of tbe 'past or pre8eiat;'^-ir««1d erar be 
absidutely exolafehre hi any of ibe uiaiiifMalioiis of 
€Oftiidbtal \cffe. Tbis is our position, and our 
extreme — if it be an extreme. We all agree in tbe 
pontire nature and force of these laws of mind. 
Some €i us believe tbese laws can be demonstrated. 
Mr. Wrigbt finds tbis connul»al lore to be " a law of 
attraction superior to our wills, and wbieb we have 
no power to create or destroy." Again be says : 
" Our souls, I believe, are substance, as truly as 
are air, light, electricity, and magnetism. The 
tame law of creation governs souls that governs all 
other material bodies.'' Mr. Davis fully harmonizes 
with all of this. I am most thankful for all of 
ibis agreement to shorten the labor of future 
discussions. 

The Bo<^ of the Law, and the power and binding 
nature of the law, is equally settled. I here record 
my gratitude to all of those writers who have done 
much to elevate marriage over the power of my- 
thology and legal bondage, Aough they are our 
opponents as to the main doctrine of our book. They 
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hwre each WfiMn. «f) to tb6 bmdUI mxi mioni 
•levatioft ^i their, own nitdervtiadbga. W« afanU 
write; 0m highest ptriSeplioiis >of trvtk. Tho de^elv 
i^g jBoiadoCllie future wUl better lUKUirstitBd aU-af 
ue; aad better nee out ~i«Qi(64, Thi^X will do Ht nil 
fustice. Fortbaugb, MKmad luid souiid we f^ 
trutb will jit ktai e<«ie nppeifmoet*'' With tb^ 
lUle^ and :«KNit entire Msiirtnoe* I oOmnut mf 
nidieal beok to present and ooMiag hidmanity. ' 

St. Lawrence Co. N. Y, 
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qHAPTER Iv 



INTRODTJCTIoiff. 



As mueh as Ofiir -age prc^mmew t^ be ia fliyor of 
free discussfon, we find » iarge elass, ^«vei^ anong 
'partial ref<»rmers, wfao can hardlj^kbk' at and i^tad 
4i«{)assi(Hiately,-^or haVe anypotkaee witli lin^rgu- 
v^eot in &Tor of freedom in k>ye, frcan a hahrdwing 
4n^ of the real or imagihary caonteqnenoes oi ihp 
'immedii|te possible anccets and.spvead pf such riewa. 
8(ttne of these, though of " Httle £utb/' . are honest 
hearted in these fears. Such mindt wffl sajto « 
-«^<'If it were trae tiiat £needoHi in loTe//and Hub 
modem prborples of Free ix>Te, wt>ald one day in 
Hie future of human progression be «ale» and be ih^ 
tftdet of sexual harmony, is it wise to promulgate 
tlieae senthnents now, when the raee is yel ao 
awfully perverted^ and ofi«n miAe even truth . a 
:•* Saviour of deailit" : Theae may add>-t4<' admitting 
entire freedom, and a ' variety ' is connstant with 
'm perftet state of Society, -do mot men yet need 
iifis<^inil^ in 8(»ne thii^s which in theaselres 
w^uM be right ? Bidnoi tile learned and wise Paul 
aee some thiogs in the. ' diitdi Ifeavieaa V of ihe 
2 13 
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14 nUBB LOTS. 

futore glory of the ehuroh <m earth, whioh he did 
not consider it 'expedient,' or 'lawful for him to 
ntter ? ' And did not a greater than Paul withhold 
even from his well beloved disciples, that which he 
well knew they coidd not as jet bear ?" We may 
fiirthur be reminded of the c^ 'of our modem In- 
spired writer, A. J. Davis, in still postponing his re- 
ply to the question, " What and Where is God ! " in 
^riew of the pteaenl flfcate x4 tto^pdbiie mindL 

Beader^ we aAsit, nrndv^m^d^ and a^woiA^ lUt 
;Mq>eotebla wiei^t ol ietinncmy^ Kalvu^ and this 
BjiUe boOi reveal ^th Uitb by littie, «Dd hoUlta 
<« veil'' over the rest lor the time. Nothing ca» ba 
plabsr than: this hct But, in np!ly» wa wHl yrti* 
Mmii ano^r phase of tfae-subjeot, equally (plaiiiraal 
vadeniabk. Jesus, Paul, and every Refoitner tb^ 
iireand since tiieardajr, have taugbt ^rutta: in^iad^ 
'vancto of their respebtivil af^. Snoh truths ' basa 
tlimfu Bifflrooff'ksa beea ssed lo prCafMe bad endi^ 
We think no svdkien and great ohan^, whioh, fSn 
4ie whol^ wfts ol much mtttUy, evir. oam^ in our 
woildi withowtbrihgiBgiWith tilts inunediate pBi»- 
«nt evils ibra tee. This is «Aen tme of soiteitifi^ 
aa well as moml «kangaa. An t^tcfMi^ of wflSdriog 
is «ften &e first effe«bi>f important aiid Mse&l is^ 
ventions. I wiU ire&r to ^e fisst efieot /uppn 4h# 
poor «B the introdwction of ftetories aad mwmg 
maehmes. Sckaely is of \^ kaige diaa^MUO^«^ 
eoin|Aex' is its j^a^ and it is not an «aay mattar 
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l»v«ry phase of k. Inmj qNoion^ maxt can aey^ b# 
freedi mentally an4 morally, without im moreaae of 
^mediate an^rifig. Yet maxk ner^r can b« sated 
Without such freedom. All muat leahi more or feat 
by experience, — and, in thia ezperienee, be '' madi 
perfect through sufferings" It ia naturally impos- 
«ible for a child to develop ^toentiac aaanhood ^ 
ircmiaBhood, without freedom^ They mnst foe 
trasted to go alone, and <'at tfaeir own ooaf 
«4bolislring die law of ia^Hrisoniiient £Mr debt, im our 
4t*te, caused more 6r less immediate ambatassmeiNt 
te bo^h the rieh and the poori - II has now greatly 
limited aH clasees. It idso removed a hindereuot 
la.tlpe derelopmeaft of mind in mfxml honesty. 
That '^the law makes nothing .perfect'' — i& a truth 
l^und siiy where» or in aay Book» Many of thd 
hodkM' to which we hare alluded in our Pie£ioe-*f- 
•ven such as simply teach that lore is marriage,-^ 
ah) believe> will not at fint servt3 to. lessen bumam 
niffsring, in their lore relalioas, but add to it. If 
wa are correct in this-^we only state it as our opin- 
Mn — the same niay be more true of ours. We 
flatter no man. Tet all of these books, with oura^ 
will only haiMn a caisos, throogh wiiich the world 
tnust pass. There is no iaffectioiial salvation — ^no 
veal or perfect manhood, this side of it. l^e most 
Inveterate and ^epest seated disease d oivilization 
must be probed. The Muioe wffl be pam&l. The 
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whofo Udj will feil tiicf slioA. B«b H mwti oone I J 
I tmvB not one doubt but that it' will end in greatar, 
beahh to the Patiiant It will |)romote real, puci^ 
and ehaitilj — and so an increasa of peace, and a 
aie^ perfect bannonj. Woman can nerer rise to 
her entire womanhood without.it. : 

The quMtion as to the time iohen a higher tnitli 
ikall be pabttidied, is one of expediency. It ia 
ithportaot, boti not of the first impdftante. Honeat 
and good men May differ in. reklion to it. Tht 
ttost tnie frteiidr of Free Lov^ have differed heHu 
We aboald seek to foe giaded by a wise and holy 
lezpedieney. Butl no mind is prepared to judga 
^orreetly upon it, tfll he is at least thoroughly awahi 
to a true sense of the terrible and wide-spread 
bottdage and sufftringin our present state of society. 
Its wrongs are as h%h as heaven and a»deep as beli 
Whoever sees this, will feel the need of dome radioit 
change for the better. The real conservative -would 
ttever change. The Reformer alone must look, 
judge, and act. I was bom through a long line <tf 
orthodox ancestry of New England Congregatioualr 
11^; and trained, '* in die Way I shoiM go," to an 
orthodox religion ; and was once in the orthodot 
ministry. Itkas^aken kne a long time to lay off 
4he unreal of the past Long after I became estab- 
yahed in my present viewed of Free Love, I could 
aympatbiae with Mr. Greeley and Mr. Ballou, in a 
dread t6 see these principles spread among the 
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Aii38e6. Bui iiiiee I bave kid.off muij of mj toti* 
Arrratiye rifiwSi, 117 fkitk in buiBanity baa gresdy 
jncieaded. Mj confidesca in tha power «id aaflvty 
<>f tmtk liaa alike increaaed. 

We add AirtiieiH^ihe fri^ida of Free Lara are Mt 
l^o^e fesponwl^ for tbe general spread of the uoti 
rf4ka\ phases of Uieae prinoiplea. The kiatorj of 
tb^ past pbialj ahowa that our oppoaenta woald 
•ever let us alone. Mr. Kojea was iwt idloirad to 
Kst in peace, in. the retirement of kis own prirata or 
0elect friends, and his own sooiety. . 60 it haa aTtr 
been with vijself. But so &r from regretting the 
infli]ye90e which has been brought to bear upon ua^ 
we «rer At least, most grateful to a kind and wise 
J^roridence for in this way freeing ua from the 
lingering rem^s of what we now belieye wia a 
fiftlse conservatism. 

But, reader, the time haa come when there ia m 
necessity for every phase of this question to be 
thoroughly discussed. It is &irly up before th* 
public mind. All sides have been broached* aad 
more or leas defended. Mind cannot be staid tiU U 
is A^Uy canvassed. Men do not now, as in the past, 
follow simple instinct, or unenlightened passion or 
love. They demand mental instruction, and they 
will have it. They t^k for s(»iiething more than 
surface teachers^ and human opinions. They ask 
for philosophy, and they will have it. ** The sup- 
ply will be equal' to the demand.'' Tb% Uue mind 
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imrtB to see erery poaiiUe objeotion urged q;»iait 
kit most efaeriahed . poutioiis. Wb«i t^eae^liiS li 
•tend tbt ord«ftl of «& j amo«iit of the BM>st MMohiiig 
criticism, he has no longer my eott fi^en oe in, or 
Htqwot far di«M. However mre he m$cy be that he 
has the troth, he k if<»x subb of the reiU power of 
fi^, and (d Us etvAn ability $o $U9Um U$df, Sndl 
anind knows^ too, that tmth Sa adtanced hj rt^ 
fubwn aawell at by aUreuMcn; that every aot&v« 
lund piU)B it forward, whether in love with, or in 
eppasition to it. If he stands in the latter relation 
to it, he is a rrfdlinff power. We only mean, whfle 
Bum is on tl^ plane of Aalr«(f-^atred will work 
ntility in his pi<ogress. As Qod lives, 1hi$ muH bi 
tme. Wh^ will men more generally arriTe at a 
ft9jfet eonfidenee in the power of tmih, and of 
God ? Till this subject — ^marriage — is thoroughly 
handled on both siths, man's fidth can not be deeply 
kid. Every eSbrt of a true mind will lay the truth 
Mere and moope felly upon the eternal rock of agee 
-»*-natiire. We always hsiil with pleasure the promiso 
of any abfe and fiiir writer to review and criticise 
otir most cherished M^. We never fidl to buy 
such bookik. If otxr opponents have like confidence 
in truth, and Ibel as we do, that any i^tation must 
advance it» tibey wH cordially welcome our effort, 
and tiiank us lor it, as we do them fbr theirs. 

In ovr age, active minds have Httle tmie to parleys 
with moral and mental cowards. *We welcome thar 
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: iMiwibi '*bl(M^atf war/' which w« h«re 
lopf ■»0i^ g rt Mriii g*. We flbaU pmj fbc» woric for^ 

UmI il wiU end Wk good. 



CHAPTEB U./ . 

DUUriTION OF WORDS AUP PHRASES — STATftMEKT 0^ 
Oim TOSITION — ^TEOB ARGUMXHT 0OMBfBirCS&. 

■ I 

BwBOBB ialiodiiaing th« reftdar to o«fi arganes^n 
«lr# lettoM^ wieskdl fytst detfee «nn« of the noni 
hip«ttHit ftenM which we «haUi bAlikel5! to -am 
md BO make o«v esaoi morftl whem^U^ Bmi 
deartf imdeisloodi Bj coanvhiil lovi^ ^ mmm, • 
ttmiial derriopittevi o£ the sezwd atMttioii ol oar 
ttfthm, is all of kft pfaaasA. B^ di&jii^ itoexoliir 
fllvieiieaiy I dray' tiuU;, in: ««ah.a faAr«KMiio«ft deitf^ 
«)»meirt,k Willi U abaohite^ Mifin^di in wiqf &ni 
•I toBumilcstfllioiWi to oaa of tiie.Qj^aaiti^MK; 

Vhumi^ w»^ wfito tton-'aaDehiaive,, im 9iemK not 
dhsohiteljr «Deteiy«t^K>. man* By fummlovuk 
^m^mm/MmB^memno^jBfffmQmk tte onpoMte of 
«Bititn» eiRlttiifiiiaM: Aei centeit wiH. ^iaw wh«|i 
HMeaM^moim^ We^do Bo^tMidt^iii «it»er ]9ffn-^«- 
«teah«ne88». «e^ whiftr i» . tl|e atoM^ an aMb* 
yi%niao«i^ Vb^ w, tfti* ifr aq^p- ah«wd, with 
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•ntire ejtclnsireness/ Tanoits sbadM of p t tb i M to& 
are natural and so pro|>^. Siffeteht Dainds dtfferai 
to their leanings towards ^ntiiie excltti^TOness, or ite 
opposite — absolute promiscuity. This ia adore or 
less true on every plane of sexual or connubial 
love. What we declare to be troe of this lore is 
true of every other love. No man or woman is 
absolutely promiscuous in their social or adhesive 
attractions. < Nor is any one absbliltely dual and 
^elusive. The reader will find the same law to 
prevail^ with varipua modifications^ through all the 
lower and all the higher loves. Benevolence, the 
etowning faouHy, and the per«onifieiti(»i of our 
Moral manhood, has its shades of vaitaMwu Tfaa 
€hreat Teacher though the highest patterm of 
utiiversal chaiity and ben^i>olence^ i^wed mwA 
psMBliij; p]!«ferenctf for ^st» '<bi«tlirett;" and he 
liadhis *<b^o¥eddisci]^e'' amoi^ the twelve of the 
more choice of tbese. His moral teachings &x% very 
enphalie, and oftMi r^eated, in enjoining ikU 
«{teoiid regard for o«r bveikr^. PAul bad^ «» ''do 
good to all msA, but espeeially to tiie l»>ttfldiol<jt ^ 
Uih.^* Zn Ms, Jesus and Pad acted aad tau^ in 
liaimony with the laws of muMk Bi^ ^o^igh, I « 
imderstood. Tnttk impeHs ns to regaad aU aoeoid* 
ifig to their real vahne, and our aUl^j to afipreoiate 
k. The fonner wooM be a true ^timt^, th« latter 
Ik to ittar as we ean practically leaoh it Because 
iHith aiay require me to fay dewi^ mf .Kb tov mm 
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fB^/iimtjno^fortm(^T. Of«oiia9M»iii,choo8uv 
a pmrt^F in ooarmg^, in ihould not be ^veined in 
our s«lj3Cti(Hi bj an ettimiMie of tlie r«0/ worjtb of 
iho peraon^ but of bis or b^i: relative wojih and 
iUnei^s for suoh a relation to us. . I write thus full on 
^(^m^ of tbesB i^iats^ to4nidf» olear wbat I consichr 
.eiNne i^f tfie tnia principlefl of mc^^ philpfopbjf, 
and so to prepare the way &r jnj. mental argument 
X baTo bean fUU, at the e^cpense of some repetition, to 
my» Ae reader^ if possible^ from the misoonceptiona 
nibich experience has sbo|m me too often pursue 
jSH^x an expose as thiB» on so radical a theme. 

In what I have written, the reader will perceire 
(bat I have not, and he may be assured that I shall 
not, undertake toojqpose ^e doctrine of a special 
and ''ideal mate,'' when, and so £»r as it is not canried 
to absolute and entire exclusiveness, in any phaae 
of its amative monopoUes. lu other words, and 
more oorrecliy, I shall only review mid oppose the 
evtirej exclusive feature of tiie system of dual mating, 

Further explanation :*-^In the ncMun, I 0pprov4 of, 
the "spirit and nature" of what Swedenborg, the 
Fowlers, Wright, and others of their like, call 
tQQimuhial love ; but I deny that such dismterestipd- 
nesB, such purity» such oneness of sovl, sueh moial 
elevation and chastity in sexoal love, is exclusive, or 
confined to one. When these men write directly of 
pure and elevating love, in opposition to impurity 
aad a predominaMe .of self in love, or *'hvf^' X 
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lMtrmoBiB» wHih Hiciiti. When tbejr 0ay ilmi SMk 

lov6 as ^ey Kate described, eauioi sedk a tariet^, 

in mitire hei^, I deny H. When thef write uipoll 

the natnre and spirit of knt and ite effN^, I hai^ 

ttoniae with them. Bat when ^ey say that aD 

&Uraeii&n towards s takisit^ is of s«oh m natnre, I 

vdeny it. I thmk I mtist be nndenflood hyall whfO 

^ye carefully read Iheir books. This, too, is tei^ 

Important, to a clear nnderstanding. I positivljf 

' deny that these writers ate my opponents^ as Is whait 

utesBy constitiites a pnre and elerating love and 

.^attraction, or an impnre and debasing one. We aS 

radmit that man may Inst alter one or many. I insist 

uthat he may love one and many. I write to prove 

;my kst porition, and to disprove its opposite. 

Onr £rst and main argument will be presented te 
« three letters, the substance of which were written 
sin 1888, and published in the Ml and winter of 
18641^6, in the ^'Pnietical ChristiaA."^ We eMl 
. <»iit nothing in these letters which we cottsMsf 
• essential^to our present purpose^ 

THB ABGUMEKT. 

pRi]un>!B^WLLOir : — 

I tiuMikially aocept yom hospitality in aDs^ring 
iM^ aplaoaon yomr f9f»p to-esiffesarmy diUM&t btm 
]^UE viewaxm. the subroct of Firee Loxe, and to lecoid 
i^y masons ifi>r that aissent. 

Free love and Marriage ar^ fiist becoming th§ 
vdoestion of the age. All cksses wSH soon see Ml 
. sct^ wdiatei«r vfew thef uvr trib» oi i*:.#ii0ter 
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i^Bspecte* It hats been about tbe last to aak^ aad will 
perhaps be the ladt to receive, a full and fair hearing. 
ItiHlf hare it soon in the Press taid in Uie Lecture- 
TocHB. Sinoe I suggested* (last fall,) the propriety 
o£ a difcussioQ with yourself, it has been brou^h^ 
before the public, and called for& more attention 
tban for jetan pcerious. I refer mainly ^ the twor 
books written ~*one by Mr. Wright,i and the other 
by Dr. Nichols and his wife — which have been^ 
extensively advertised, and more cenerally read than 
anything before this. I might add, the introductioD 
and agitat'ton of it through some few sptritual medi' 
urns. Mr. Wright and Dr. Nichols harmonize on 
many Doints; on others they are diametrically 
exposed. I am glad to find that some few letters 
which I wrote la^ fell (with the intention of send^ 
ing them sooner to your paper) toe confined entirely 
to this main difference^ and as appropriate as I 
could now write. It will be remember^, those 
books were not then published. I am glad of the 
delay in my letters, as many more minds will be 
prepared for them. I will take the liberty especially 
to ask those who have read those books^ to read my 
letters; I have many years sinc<i taken my position^ 
and I really believe I can demonstirate its truA. I 
wish to come to the vital question, and make my 
exposition and discussion as ^ort aa possible and do 
the subject justice. I have no health, ability, or 
desire to hold a long controversy, and yet I- esteen 
it a gridat privilege to record what seems essential, 
aind to commit myself to the age in de£»i€e of what 
to Bie is the most absolute knth^-^-and tiie most, 
elevi^ed. I have such confidence in the power of 
truth and such feith in the real good arising from 
fiM disousflioAf that I prefer la da this m the im- 
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medutte presence of in opponent lice my friend 
Ballon. 

The question which I propose to discuss is-« 
Does Sexual Chastity confine every man and eyery 
woman to the "pairing" order, or to be excltisiyely 
dual in the ultimates of love f Does normal and 
pure love require this ? Or, still mere abridged, and 
just as well understood as now explained-^jSlA^tf/J 
marriage altoay$ be exduiive and duaW^ 

I take the negative of the last question as now 
stated. Before proceeding to the argument, let me 
remind the reader that I came first to mj present 
views of the subject from a careful study of the great 
^ fundamental doctrine " of the Christ, as found in 
the sum of all revealed commands. -—In his love 
doctrines— (See Matt xxii. 37 — 40.) Secondly, I 
found the same in studying the laws of the mind and 
the nature of love, as read in the mind. My own 
choice seems to inoKne me to make the last first^ and 
the first last ( so I will first argue from the mtnd. 
In the argument, I intend to show, to a mental and 
moral demonstration, that normal and truthful love 
cannot be exclusive or dual. I shall then draw tlie 
inference as one self-evident, that die ultimates of 
love should harmoniee with, and feirly represent 
their source. That the outward manifestations of 
love should trufy represent its inward life and attrac- 
tions. By normal and truthful love, I mean, when 
the mind is perfectly bd^nced, and the mental in 
freedom of wisdom controls the affeetional--or at 
least the affeclional is properly balanced by and 
harmoniies with the mental. I trust ^is careful^ 
ness in explanation will save much misunderstanding 
and much repetition in the future. 

I say, then, in veasoning.fiom the laws of atisd, 
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I cftinu>t fi&d truth at Uie bottom of tlie conm^n. 
Marrii^ doctrine. For eonyenieQce, let me speak 
M if personal — afi I develop in my aentiments and 
fgLCulUBB, I find myself possessed of love — an attrao- 
lion to and affinity for otlier persons^ I find the 
nature and intensity of thia love or affinity to de- 
pend upon two things — ^two persons—myself and 
the object loved. I am, in the sense in which I ana. 
is|teaking, comparatively $. fixed fact in always loving 
and having an affinity for certain attributes of other 
human beiiurs. I love aaentality. Some Hiinds 
more than others^ because their mentality is more 
in harmony with the particular development of 
mine — ^but 1 can love no one mind exclusively. For 
every other person shares in a degree in the same 
faculties. If I love mind, to, love one mind exclu- 
sively from another is hnpossible. All n^ind ia 
more oi: less alike. As minds varjr, my love may 
vary. AbsdiUe, exclusive love, in this case, if it were 
possible, would be a natural, more properly an 
unnatural, &lsehood. Truth, or the nature of the 
mind requires me to love every like aUribuU of mind 
mth Wee lope, and the intensity should be governed 
by the size of the attribute, and my ability to appre-* 
ciate it. This would be truth for me. 

I love morality, spirituality and religion — ^here too 
the Eame law prevails. I am bound to be impartial 
in my love up to my ability* Truthfulness, as weU 
as the nature of the mind, forbids that I should 
concentrate entirely and exclusively upon any one 
moralist, spiritualist, or religionist. Nature did not 
make me sectarian. At least I cannot be when I 
am finished and perfected. Again I say here, I can- 
not love all alike-^all are not alike — ^nor can I per- 
lecUy appreciate alL Yet J eannot love with a r<ttionai, 
3 
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tr^akfkU low ike 9ttme moral or rtHgie/tii Mf^Me] 
fijund in the same quaniky, more in one than in another^* 
It would be unnatural aiui Mse. I have adhesive^ 
ness, 80 I love ail persons socially — all, 'male |nd 
female-^but here 1 canncrf; love all alike, and yet I 
must from necessity love all like aUributes altkt. 
Truth requires impartisdity. I cannot be exclusive^ 
sin^e all have like social attributes. 

I have amativeness, so I lov6 woman — possibly 
I may love her, in this sense, exclusively from man; 
1^ is possessed . of something different from man 
menUdly, spiritually and physically. But I cannot 
love any one wom^m exclusively fiix)m any other 
woman. I love all women as such — not alike in 
mental, spiritual or physical sexuality ; fkr from it ; 
nor can 1 be exclusive and concentrate my aflbcN;ions^ 
except I do violence, first to my reason, a^d then to 
my affections. My love may vary towards diffet^enti 
women, as they vary in their mental, spirittoi!^ 
religious, social and physical Womanhood, and as I 
have more or less ability to appreciate them, or as 
Ihey are more or less in harmony with either or afl 
these points with my own particular taste ; but I 
cannot love one in tJie many exclusively from her 
sisters. My oppomnts harmonize with m>e, in precept 
at least, in relation to all these rnamfeskctiona of love, 
except the physical. They will commend this gen- 
eral and universal firt;ate of the affections, and condemn 
partiality «nd exclusiveness. But when the whole 
man develops into harmony with itself, and with 
every other man and every other woman — when 
the same universal law is allowed to prevail through 
all the affections, they are Shocked with the impro- 
priety ; and yet it is as unnatural to exclusively 
concentrate the love of the pliysicM as it is that of 
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any fliher sart <>f tbe mimiJ lu (bU ovr ftitraeti^at 
rary, bttt I insist, it k a^ natural impossibility to 
make thent exchisire. We must ^tel annlhilAte ot 
vncreate ▼hat God had eclated. In thia s^nst maa 
is attracted to woman as aacb» and the same of wo- 
man to man. This love for the physical of the 
i^posite sex, and attraction to it, is ftfike universal 
in its natnre with every other love. As all my pre* 
yious argmoMnts to Sustain tlie necessary univer* 
sality of love, apply equally here, I will not repeat 
them. There are laws to govern mind, as ab->olute 
as those to govern matter. The forest tree can be 
bent by some material caose ; so can the affections, 
by a power of mind or will ; but the crooked tree, 
or the contracted and warped affections, are excep- 
tional and less harmonious. I find no marriage m 
nature, as the law of marriage has ever been taught 
us. I do find the fMariage of man to woman, " They 
twain make one flesh," says Nature, in all her 
teaching on this subject. The Good Book, m its 
bigher meaning, responds to Nature's lessons. No 
truth can be more clearly taught. Without this 
oneness, this union, either man or woman is but a 
&actioD--A most unnatural fraction. This must 
always be true— in the next world as well as in this— 
unless we are to be partially annihilated to fit ua fop 
an entrance there. This to us is the extreme of 
ibUy. So pur reason in this harmonizes with the 
Revelations of Swedenborg and the Spirits. 

I agree with Mr. Ballou and others, that without 
marriaffe, the material union of the sexes is more or 
less adulterous; that conjugal^ or, as Swedenborg 
would write it, ''conjugial love," is essential to the 

Surity oi such relations. I accept of the latter's 
escr^on of this love> of its niUure^ but I deny 
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Ibftt sfieh lov« is eonined i^ iiie one^^ aeoelianljr 
^xclnsire. I beliere » w^l der^lo^d man m&j and 
ihottid love woman iil g^neml, so nir as rii« is tfaft 
tmoeian of creatioB, a&d upright aod io^^lj* (And hs 
could not tmthfulfy lors t»e one irithout wis, ) more 
purely, more justlj, more disinterestedly ana more 
conjugally than the most deroted dual lover often 
feels. I accept of the Love Doctrines of marriage 
ftk>m my inmost soul, having known, aad knowing 
them, but I deny that they an exclusive. 



CHAPTER III. 

THi ABGUBfBUT CONTIHUKD.' 

Friend Ballou: 

I proceed in my reasoning from tiie nature of 
the mind. I may, and am required to love a man 
"as myself with the same kind of love. I may 
love another man more or less than myself, in 
degree, according to what he is. If he is on the 
whole not so good a man, I should not love 
him as much ; for I am not required to be partial 
either way. Nature known no false humlUy or 
false modesty, btU only truth. If he is better than 
myself, and I have the ability to know and appre- 
ciate goodness beyond my absolute goodness, then 
I may, and normal and well-developed mind requires 
ind prompts me to, love and regard him better than 
myself. This is possible and natural ; it is truth. 
Any state but this is so £ir fEdsehood. But if I 
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hmre not the •bllity to know and meaiBiurd hi^ goo4- 
neM» beyond my own cpoodness, then I can not lore 
him better than mjmAL My standard of love, in 
either or aay case, is never abaoliite truth lor ano- 
ther, but simply obe^ng the command of nature 
to me. Another should vary in accordance with Act 
iiUit^. God doea not require any two men to love 
Him alibe in degree. Each.ia to love with his whole 
heurt, and mtnd» etc. That is, up to this capacity. 
• The same law prevails as to my love for i9oman; 
M$td fnor0. I should not only love her as myself, b«t 
iUffenrt&y^ perhaps exclusively from myself ; and if 
I may not^ as a general rule^ ^ve her better or move 
than myself, I have Ji greater ability to be nse&l ta 
her than to myself, andin this I promote my ^im 
greatest felicity. I may love some one man ttore 
than any other man, but I should noi,l can not love 
him exclusively from eveiy other man : to<^iMfi«m. I 
may love gome one mafn religiously or socially more 
than any other man in the same sense : «o of womam^ 
It is naiurqlly po9iible, (but perhiqMt irsvef a truth 
as a fact in Providence,) for me to love some one 
man more, mentally, religiously and socially, than 
any other man, iut nevef to lorn imy <^ ike$e pwU 
excluHvely from the same parts in oAsr msn : m 
</ wom(in* We some times, as a £M)t, love some one 
woman mentally or socially, or amatively, more than 
any other woman in the 8«ne sense ; and were it 
4ver a &ct, as it can be conceived naturally possible 
to be, for us to love one woman in all these partis 
culars more than any other, it wotild be unnatmrnl 
and impossible to love such a person sxelusivdf 
from her sisters^-^from others of her sex. We can 
not do it in either or all of these phases of love. 
Then where in nature is exduaive manriafs ? No* 
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wbete ! I dujdc I vtm nadetstood li«r6> and mi4ti» 
the oloseti sdnitiiiy. Afi of th^M ^ee lot ttami « 
woman, asd in mMt and womim. may \^ i&t ft* ^«ry 
pwnrerted aad impure state ; or th^ nmrf dl Im^ 
most pwe mad o)ui»te« Hy religioui love may b^ 
religiotts s^fii^neflB. aad sectarmaism. My sexual 
)oT« may be the groater lore for sexual self, or. what 
is the same tiling, hmt. My alftnities, itom ^^ 
highe^ to tike lowest toaj be all adUHety in seims 
of its defttitioos, But tke ferm cwordeip of tkeir 
nanifeatatioM does not neoessarily indicate' tkeit 
fot^ or impmty. ITonnal tore if^ puFQ and obaete 
■I its otigin, in its li?i*g aetion> and ss nmch (HO ih 
•U its Qlti9iatss4 And the ultknoiteB of lort sho«Id 
ootieetly represent their causes If love eannot bt 
#9sisisive in the mind, tt shofuld notW held to beia 
ito nmiii&statioii8^-*4n its consummations. The out« 
^[om^ <ot i^timatss of lore shoiuld image forth it^ 
mten<v life. The fsftder wiil obserre that in th^se 
letters, thus &r, I hai<e ahEoed to prdye^— 

1 . That our lore for others MmtxX ht estdudive on 
any one point towards taxy one person. 

fL I draw the inference, as a selfsTideirt }m)po- 
tttio9, toA tm one which I believe is univerBally 
admitted,-*4hat the manifestation of lore should be 
a tru€ MM^of itself. This will be the case, when 
nature is lleft entirely and absolutely fiiee. 

Does the faei ^ expmenc^^ or tlie catMei&Ugrm^ 
•f the mind sustain our position? Many desire to 
receive this, exelasi^e lore, aad the lowest of the 
face, who regard love in any proper way, are the 
a^wMt tenacious in tiiis desire. Buoh persons are 
nearly ecpally jealous <^ all the love of a 'ni^te — 
religious «^ mantel m weB as sexual. But these 
persons a^ oalas leadT t^ itAmm iikm ezelusire 
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Io¥0. Mkft}^ of tkegpd Tieilfier «ee th^ he^ei»ity iiof 
feel the propriety of confining their affectw^fes, except 
M they £n4 it eBJ<>med aad eafofQed In the law of 
marriage, and in the public sentiment which marriage 
has created. With these the demand is tinjust, 
and selfish, and proves them ki a state of disease^ 
of the affeetions ; at least they are imbahmeed and 
khamKHUons^ Many otherflh-rtha mumber is more 
than is geiieiraUy sanposed-^^-ask no ezclusiye lore. 
They d€siriB none: These, in the average, have a 
more elevated phrenological development tham the first 
class named. I leave room in this statement for the 
mainr exoeptiofts. Some of these last would sufSsr as 
mndii with a mate who should be disposed to bestow 
qll her life on him, as the man of the opposite desire 
would with one who withheld it. Let elevated hu*. 
Dianity judge which is the more noble and truthful 
state of mind. I add, man is conscious of the same' 
idb^ty to be attfoet^ to the opposite sex in general 
as much in phmical amativeness^ as in the mentnl, 
mid spiritual* He has the power in a great degree 
to concentrate all the affections. So he has the 
power, in neariy of quite the same degree, to confine 
or direct all. If he be well balanced or well disci- 
pliiied, he may suspend* indefinitely, all amative 
desire or i^ttraction towards any woman— ^ his owa 
wife not excepted. This is possible for some minds,, 
placed in almost any conceivable circumstances, and 
without all the s^feguardis of the Shakers. But all 
tikis is not iiaraial, or natural* Itimot truth£td or 
commendahle. I r^pe«t ; in pi normal state of the 
affections, we are comdous of their universality, and, 
not of their ew<w exclusivcness in any one particular. 
Our ability to control, confine or suspend their 
inwaitl or outwftrd actm tb%infd4 t^ many, ef th« 
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§06, does &oi 8tifl«, or mksoe ^e voice of Ma 
eonsciouttieBs. 

I most Tespectfdlly invite tie friends of fexdusivB 
marriage, who believe that the mind is God's Book, 
ftnd tiiat its healthy attractions are his laws, to 
carefully ^mrre the main arguments in the two 
preceding letters, and to bear with what may seem 
to them, too much repitition. My proposition stands 
in the gap between all contending parties. It is the 
main hinge on which this great question turns. I 
am not touchmg the doctrine of expediency ior diB" 
eased man, or giving any counsel concerning him.' 
The latter Is an after and side question. I aim to go 
back of all disease, or *' misdirection,^' and forward 
to the full health of progression and final manhood. 
It is not a question of lust, but of Love -^ of norfual 
attraction. It is of vast importance, and caiinot be 
longer evaded. I will not detain the reader, by 
going too much into side issues. I miist be full here, 
even at the expense of some repetition. I must lea^ 
no possible chance for misconception. It will only 
protract the discussion, which is sure to comte ; and 
I have suffered too much from misconception already. 

We shall, then, press the inq^iry upon the mind of 
the candid reader. Is lore on any one point abao* 
Itttely exclusive? Is It so iu amativeness? Is it 
more so in amativeness than in adhesiveness?— or in 
any different sense ? If our opponent says yes, and 
4m must; will he give na fully and olmljMs phil- 
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OBopb J — ^his mind argument ? We have said no, and 
we believe we have demonstrated our reply. We 
court honest and manly criticism ; no other. We 
aver that we are not seeking personal victory, — ^but 
truth. — We do not know how to argue with any 
num to prove that two and two make four ; we pkce 
it before the man of figures, and we think he cannoi 
help seeing it. So, we believe, we have placed the 
laws of the mind, before the reader's mental vision, 
and we think he cannot help seeing them. We think 
lie cannot help seeing, that minds alikb will A'^• 
TRACT ALIKE ; — ^and that so far as minds are aliki, 
they will attract alike. That this must be true of 
s^d as mind, and so true of all its parted (We have 
moi argued in the preceding letters, by the analogy, 
that because one &culty of the brain was non-exclu, 
sive, so another must be. We left that for a coming 
letter.) So, as all minds are more or less alike, — 
and as each, faculty in one mind is some like the 
same faculty in another mind, there can be no wsk* 
fire exchisivenessr^-and as each and every man, and 
^h and every woman, are more like every other 
man and every other woman> tl^an they are unlike 
tibtem, a general attraction, unicm, and love, must 
be the rule, in a healthy state of the race. *^ Repul- 
sion " ( or hatred ) is a negfitiv^; — it represents 
less attraction. It is a lesser power in mind — is 
the exception,-*and follows the same law with love, 
as to its non-exclufiiveness. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

TUX rOWLEBS — THS ARGUMSMT FROM AKALOOT. 

Bhoi^d the MamMMof Um sexes be esdusire mi 

So far as I know, the Fowlers, of New York, have 
done more, for the last fifteen yean^, to support eX", 
dusive and dud marrioffe, than an]r or ail writers in 
ike same time. They prpfess to &ad it in &e miad^ 
as they read the seience* of phrenology. Tha( 
science is pow popular, a^d they are among, its first 
expounders. There is no way that I can better 
communicate my own views, so&r as I wish to do it 
connected with this science, than by girin^ thel* 
views, and presenting my own in contitaet. Let sit 
{ffemise* If {penology teaches exclusive sod 
dual marriage, it is safe. The friends of Free Lo¥« 
will find themselves in an unequal warfare. Such 
of my readers as are any way solicitous itor liiorals, 
and harmonize with the Fowlers, and the piieseiil 
laws of eiviiisation, m4y rest in the mdst perHaaft 
safety* The writer of these letters will s^rrendop 
when he finds Uiat the true readings of phrenology 
are against him. By this statement he implies no 
present d<>ubt on ftie subject. 

Hie Fowlers divide^the hu»an i&ittd into abonA 
ibrty fkculties. They subdivide the^e into as man/ 
more. "Anfatlv^ness/* orsexuajlove, they divii^ 
into the "upper and lower," or the "spiritual, 
tnenfcal, and physical." They do and do not exclu- 
r^ely marry the spiriturf and mental ctf amatheneits. 
Mr. 0. S. Fowler, in )m work aa "Love and 
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Parentege,'^ rttj plainly, to my mrad, toftcbet tlM 
totire coneenttatton of all sez«al life or lore on oiie^ 
m perpetiatj and without intemaptio>n or deriatioii 
tbrbtigh natural life. Again, be and his brother do 
BOt teaoh this. They do not marry, or exdaaively 
donfine the *<fipiiKtttal and mental '^ of sexual knre^^ 
•£ amatlYenesa. In their delineations of character^ 
&ey always speak of love for woman in genend, 
with a aort of approbadon ; Mid they never pass n 
gfeat man, id wnom this sentknettt is prominent^ 
wiihowt Botaoidg it to his eredtt 80 of all otbet 
Phrenologieai writers. Ik tkii, these men kmmmmge 
emieUy wUh the ape, (md wkh aU pood wriUre on mmn* 
nmy are most ^'orOtodoz." Mr. Wrifl^bt, ia his 
ksle work on Marriage, leaves out so mtiMi of sexual 
love froii the e»^«sive yoke. He says, ^the at* 
iMOtien'of men and women toeaeb other, as snob; 
IfSB ksprlvileges, and its iced, just laws to govern 
it/' l%ria general regard Cos woman, as B«eh, is 
sexual, and doubtless what Mr. 0. 8. Fowler caUs the 

ffilritaal aiid mental of mnativeness. This, ti^n, I 
nk, caviHzation does not intend to marry in hsf 
eseliisive «kibl bonds. The feelin|f8 of many bus* 
bands and wives among us are muoh disturbed by 
this gmeral freedom in a partner, and wkb suoh, ii 
lilfterty is taken> it causes jealousies and complain* 
ings, but public opinion, instead of condemning such 
freedom as lioent]Ous> wImvo it is not carried too 
larv' or beydnd a common degt«e ef spiritual an4 
Biental amativeness, takes the side of liberty, an! 
ccademns the complaining party. The latter are 
comndered narrow minded and selfish. It is pfaiin, 
then, that the Fowlers,— ^«>de^ in genoral,*--«nd 
eip>en the fihakMs, aUow moro or less frieedom io a 
fotfion of wfMtkemeee. Noiie of, theie attempt iq 
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§aiiMf etm&B»ormippnaB the general plue uid 
aolioB0 of its higher maBifestationfl. firen the Heai 
Shaker moat have his spiritual female mate. Now 
lor the contrast. I do not separate the faoultiet^ 
and Ikee a part, aad oonfine a part: I do not separata 
the sentiment -**a^natiy«ad8s*^-^ and free a part and 
eonfitteapart. Jfiw th$ Mole. The whole mm 
and the whole woman. I demand more plain aad 

Silosophical reasoiKS Ibrsnch an nteonsistencj. i 
117 tlutt there are any rational and-subistaatijd rea* 
SMS for this to goremanormal mind. Societj d«es nai 
exohinvely many the greti^erpart of its sexual lore* 
I would not so marry aftyt part of it CiriluEation 
has adyaBoed one Mep from oertain heathen nations 
who consider it^a crime for their womew to be exposeife 
to the general ^uEe> and freed a portion of this pari 
of the brain. I and my Free Lore br^hren, woiM 
free the remainder^ and we are a» sure that we shall 
be approved by the fuiure, as we are that oiTillzatioaf 
is justified in her adranoes thus for. I tepeat th* 
4ontrast in various forms to get the constst^noy, ot 
inconsistency, before thjs mind of the reader. To 
me this comparison is the strongest of argnioetttS£* 
The Fowlers^ and our dual marriage fnendi^ do bo# 
mUrry in their ezclustreneas any oat of ^these for^ 
foculties of the loiad. They do marry In tUs maA" 
Ber, om<kird of oae of the for^, and no mort. AH 
this general freedom to them is ohtute andjEmr^. I 
do not thus marry that/mo(miMi^ pari of 0110. Rea« 
4er» mark the coiitrast, and the astoundii^ offense. 
We are told that the effect of foeedom^ m all the 
fonner, is good and •elevating, while in the latter it 
la most injurious and debasing. What bat depravity 
OTex first taught such distinctions aod^JRitii pbik>eo« 
pby? ** To the pnre aU things ars puft/' llht 
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fiftaJUm of U» ieiitirft »Mikp«r»«ttd«lefaii]^* To 
th« impvM all tilings ftr» iinpiiro and debaaing. To 
8«cb all fraadom k evil so fitr as tbaj are imf^iuM. 
A pure and holy emotion is pure and holy, whether 
it ooncentratos on one object^ or many. An impure 
emotion, or paamon, is impure* whether in coi&ne- 
ment or freedom. AUf^e trnkitif-nins parU qf tk$ 
Imman hrwin, I m&kt it <me kumMlf ond Uate tk$ 
man m tmk. I am told that ninety-nine pa^ of the 
aSections ean choose a vanity in purHjr* and wUh: 
propriety, hut that the Yeey fact of this hnndr^ 
part so choosing, is proof ppsitive, in the niM^ure of 
the oasa, that it is impure and lustfuh I deny this 
out and out, in the name of all coasistency, a>d 
common sense. X admit that. Uiose who are attraclfd 
hy. lust to the tme, may ha the more so to the many 
-*-4>iiithoaer who haf« attained: to connubial love to 
the one,, nuiy attain to and possess it to moro, 
T4iere is nothing in the nature of this, more than in 
all other lorea^ which is ezdusiye*' But Mr« Fowler 
supposes he lias found this tery marriage in the 
fatiaw. He calls it ''Iots of one only.'' '' Duality 
in Maridage*" I positively deny that there is v^ • 
such &ciUty in the human. kraia. There may be a* 
seatim^t in the lower pari of the brain> designed 
to concentrate and intoosify all the lower sentiments, 
but not one anything like his readingSi or desenring 
the name whush he j^iyes it ; nothmg can be more . 
unnatural and unj^losophical. Mr. Fowler locates 
this supposed sentiment by the side of amativeness» 
imd appoints it to hdd an entire and e;(G}u8iTe con- 
trol over the louier part, or "physical*" of amatire* 
ness, and no moro. He neirer gives it any other 
office. He^coiddnot do iUa coa»slently without 
ohflttging ka nama^ and all his past remaHu upon it. 
4 
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p^i«on& of the same se^z^ — as between DaFid and 
Jowa<^an, ** whose love passed that -of womiia**-*- 
of between two females, he never nefeitt to this een-r 
timent, bttt plaoes'fiiidli eoncentnited krreBr if* their 
love ie 80* BfiroBg that its raptuce eade in death tot 
one of ih» partiee, under the head oi aihesiveneoe* 
The bare - statement of this sufiloiently ^owb ita 
absurdity. Never was scienoe more plainly brovgfht 
down to meet the prejudices of a still undeveloped 
a|^e. If adhesiveness can be so ooneentrated wit^ut 
tbs aid of a puiicidar seatiMenifor that end, ama^ 
tiveuese can be more so^ aa there is one more £»eiilt3P 
in te formation and eoncentmtion* 

'Iff. Fowler never makes any alhision to his ^mr 
clu^^ marrying sentiments, ^exc^t oonneeted with 
ateativeness-^then it must he seiraal, and a pari of 
amativeness. This he Am» not mteod to tea«h. 

Again, my objeotionf to this exclusive mar- 
riage doctrine,' whether it be found > hr Mf^- 
Fowler's readings of Phtenology, or in the moml 
teaehings of the Practical Christian) is, that it give^ 
a lower law^^the lowest of this h>wer law, a«a((t«> 
tkg the existence of «uoh al»w«*-abedttte a^ entire 
cbntrol over a higher hw. All will tell »s, Mr* F. 
and the P. O. not esie^yted, that tlie higgler senti* 
lAents of the bnMU slvoidd bo uppermost, contr(^the 
entire man, and that aU lower sentiments should 
harmoiiiae with the higher. This dobtvine makes 
the lower, on this point, govern, and feqviies the 
higher to harmonise wil^ it. Here is one of our 
main objections to . it if there is an exclusive 
tendency (I do not admit it) in the lower senti- 
mento, &e higher aU prompt to univef8ality-''^nd the 
more;aetlMyiaentor^ftdiy'dei^ped« ladm^tbtre 

I 
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k attMlly BO lower kir, wiiM ew^lonmr tentiqiifti 

of 0)6 brain z^Iy bam^nijEas wflth th0 higtuMv 
Th^y are sanctified by them, and are most exalted. 
But this is just in proportion as t hey are submissive 
to, and governed 1)y, xhe iiigli^. VHien they assume 
W reign o^er tlw bigger, tlMy beeome debased. We; 
aad Qjurx)p|)oneil4^ agreei in ^ne 'thin^^^-^^u^ naa in* 
thepast^teithecfrom hisfril.or " misdireclipn," ofi. 
fro^I his yet youthful and imdeyeloped state — ha$ 
been governed by his lower 'sentiments and propen- 
Aties ; and we ftre agreed in genend, that this should 
Kot». and ^ill not, always be so.. Bzolusive diial 
marriAg^ is a . great improveme nt^ itwm tiie eiiiirt 
absence of all real marriage. So it is, on the >wliol«»' 
from a stajte of polygamy. So is American dav^ry 
a better state oT society, than a worse, which has 
eiist^ in^ the pist, whek therfe was no motive — ^not' 
«nm ft sdish one; as' ia-BkaMV^^-^fot" tha 8troage»< 
tfiNptotect-iKe weaker; and ae^8l«onger^jbri|beB and) 
nations, would destroy and; x^ompletoly ezterminati 
other -vr^aker tribes and nations. But none of these, 
states Of society are in harmony with man^s higher" 
sinriilifettte. We way leare^ all unwept for a beftef ' 
-^t-s&i ft>r a werae. To .g(k bele# •etektive ibarl-iagr 
ifi worsen to go above suck n^mkge ia better*^ 1^ 
it is better to emancipate the sWe« where the peon 
pie will not fell back io a worse ^te of society, 
Tftife JeVs had a sort of slavery,— ^but I think their 
edcMvminatfoti of tho Oanaanites 'was WosM. do ii4f 
in ai Uttk nEKuro sbint, and pdsstbly >obi the whole, im 
«, more ould way> exterminate the Indian^ c^, 
qriginal Americans. I e:^pect to see the irace risa 

above both Slavery and Marrias:e as it now exists. 

t . : . ' . .■..-.. . ■ .,' ;f 

• $aa4N^yfmiAOwl^i^«^;>^i;9t»»^«A/i^)in«ialoe^ 
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and two-thirds of the o&e under diaeu^ion^-ws non- 
ezchisive ; the presumpsion is that the other third ia^ 
non-exclusive also. And I confess I cannot see it 
poUBibld (fit any mind to repljr direodj to this by 
sound «*g«aient» and without sophktry or evasive* 
ness. I believe any mind might as well deny and 
attempt to disprove a truth in mathematics. Unde^ 
the circumstances^ it justly rests uppA the friends of 
egKolusive marriage,, to prove their exception, or grre< 
it up<*-wo dsmand ^is of them. Age will not 
l<mger protect any Institution. 

Again,— should or sho\ild not th^ higher senti- 
ments control the whole ma|;i, in each and &vexy.^^ 
m hftmony.^tb their ttpu-exxduttfe lawe ?-^Ai»> 
Bioi the j0%»mf pt^ha^ of amativeness, as well lae* 
the social, mental, and spiritual, of real utility? Ate 
not the fonner a real good — a valuable power ? Aft4 
8a,sh<^uld not this be as sugh* at tht cofnmaiKi.ojC 
our hii^er/ auuihooili — Juedee and Benevdeftos ? 
My questi^me are ftdly imd pkninly pet, with the 
ddsire that the enlightened reader may understand 
tbeir import.. No real or imagina>ry feafs of evilf 
w^hich it may hfi .^boaghi will Mi^m tiiese ,priiieiflee« 
woU bea. £^ reply to titea; Tiie sfaMnsrholtkr m 
fidl of these, and of such arguments; in ^fense of 
its social system. Will the friends of exclusive 
marriage, ape the former in his fears, and in hie 
Hgpliee? Sofiur imui3ro(<ikemh«fed^B4l^-'Hmd 
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CHAPTER V. 

lOU BAI;L0U — AN BXPLANATION^-PART OF HIS RSPLT 
IN MT RBJOINDKB. 

In my discussion with Mr. Ballou, 1 was to writ* 
a series of letter in defense of Free Loye. Mr. Bair 
km was to reply,'— I to lejoin^-^^nd he was to foUow 
kM close. I wrote ift9 letters, (1^ last two on the 
Bible— not hete inserted). Mr. B. replied, as was 
expected. I rejoined at some length in four letters. 
Mr. B. replied to my first rejoinder, and then in a 
elosing letter. 

I have no lSiou§fht of giring any tMng Hbs a fiiH 
view of that discussion, on either side. But as I 
wish to review Mr. Ballou, as well as some others, 
I will simply insert that put of my rejoinder which 
'<n>ntain8 the substance of his main argument on IIm 
mind, against my letters on the miisd. I will then 
look into Mr. 0.'s Book— " Christian Socialism,' •-*- 
and see what we can find there directly related to 
bur proposition. 

In ju9ti^ to Mr> Balioiii» I would remaric-^-i&B 
4* 
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^rofbB«e4 to'tmdefs&nd toe, w my.t^ivf twd iellMt^ 
lb" reaj^^n ftom ** •aalogyv'^* «!*dd lepJied jimqM^ 
ktgijr, %(r 4e0f(^ tiitit: knalegy.!' ,JL did i^t^^ (0 
reason from analogy in my third, so I accepted his 
understanding of me, — adopted the analogy, and 
replied to it as mine. I shall insert but a portion 
of my second and third letters in rejoinder. 

Mr. Bailouts argument against mine, begins, 
*' Sexual lore, as involving sexual coition, is radically 
an instinctive animaj appetite. Man has it in com* 
mon with the whole animal kingdom. — ^It ia not of 
jfhe, nature of B,eBev<)le»i»e, or Friendshy), or ^ny 
other truly spiritual love. As an animal propensity, 
It craves mainly its own gratification, just like thft 
liropensity fer food, 8leep> eto. ife does not go^abrodd 
•«6kiflgtom>cHrtUBafti<^a^o odnf^r ble««ings on £rifQ)l 
or foe. TJiis pifopensity, then, is prkuarily aa^ 
essentially animal. It has its i^e and pV^ce.. With- 
in its own proper limits it may be gratified innocent* 
1y. Allow'ed to break bounds, it becomes crimmift 
and pestilent. This is the truth of the OMe. lait 
4I01 with'-Ihe b^irijtual kfv^ f with: loisse ^ (rod^ to 
virtue, and our neighbor ? , N.ot at all, . Away, then^ 
with all false -analogies; arguments .founded on suiili 
'analogies are utterly fallacious and worthless.*' 

We agi-ee with Mr. Ballon that when this propent^ 
«% **b?eaitg bfttrnds/* H iavery evil^bvt not mov^ 
Ma -thin higher' pf^eni^isa and fld^t^eota. But 1^^ 
,U?keep to the, point. , What are^ab^nd9? We 
^have proved them non-exclusive, and we are now to 
answer Mr. Ballou's arguments against us. What 
are these arguments? This coitionlaTy prop^si^, 
M tdk ttff. Is «<W(&caMy ad aaMuiifaiifwtiit^/l^the 
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fttine ftfl is aH ftiiilMilst or *' in- oomBUUi nvifk otk^r 
-ananalB/' Aa 8uoh k ^'carayaa mamly its own 
gmtt&satioB/' like Uie desm for food, etc. It doe^ 
not go abfood aeeking to perfonn deeds of oktrity 
a&d kindness. iltOl it may be- allowed a narroi^ 
8]:^re of actios '< iuioeentlj/' «nd safely^ — ^noi so 
with the higher sentiments. The roader oan judge 
whether I hKre done him justice in this abridgment. 
I may nlisteke his meaning. I hope, for the hxmer 
of hnBia»ity> thai I do mistake it. For if this» m I 
.read it^ is oensidered '* innocent'' in dual marriage, 
we hftre fiririy oom^ to the main stone which tM> 
often par^s the h^l ofmisdiceoied minds in osr 
ezclnsiye BMHrriages^ la it consid^^d innocent 
for mftrried pairs to act on this matter, ''tnotn/y" 
fi^m the ciSHrings of, and to satisfy, mere animal and 
"flaehiy g#ati£catioB ? This may be proper for a 
'beast, fov at^ht I know, bat is it lor aman ? Beadar, 
•I may not understand Mr. BaU»u ; bnt if ha doss 
not mean just thia^-what can be the £orce of this 
at^ument? He oeartaiidy .seems: to^ excommunicate 
tins part of the brain &oni the rest in a most won- 
derful manner. He '' puts it away " ** with a yea- 
geanc^.'^ if I 'mdentiind hiat, 2 should caU such 
a state of the sexaal affections, /im^t— not lore. 
Whatismanf Are not the higher sentiraents so to 
control the wboh^ as io husaainse tiatto, and raise 
all parts praeUcaUy above the beast? la not tbe 
mam to sandtify the animal, in orery fibre of bis na- 
ture, and -m every act oi thsat nature ? Bo we nmi 
hunmnity—- sows read the man* ITothing short of 
this is man. 1b any part ol the man to be set apArt 
irom-^so put away from,*--the realt man, or irhfAe 
man, andpfeesd under laws inbarMontous with his 
hading manAMMid^?. Sb ioAg^ m ibis is dMit« tid^ 
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pftii wiH-reoiaiti aa eneni}! to, moA^iktm wmacftmtMj 
ragD over the bast interests of that highslr bmhi* 
hood. There is one partkdly redeeming tngg^ation 
in Mr. Ballon's srgumeat. He ^onpaics the desiie 
for coition with the desite for tlbod, sleep, etc. Its 
eoDipMison with ^mt for food is in part tralkfol, and 
with that for sleep is, atleaat, rmj ianoooit. Bwt 
let us attend to tiie ooDsislenoy or iaobnsisteaey 
with himself and the good Book whiok he revet- 
eneeS) in ihis comparisoo, v^ile he so d s giad s a it. 
The Book enjoins upon man^—not the beast — ^* to eat 
and drink to Qod'e gfery." ** Whether therefore pe 
eat or drink, or n^ateooTer ye do, do aU tothe giory 
of Qod/' This command is to the §mm, to control 
all his propensities and thenr uses, in hamoftT with 
^Charity and the Higher Law. Bat where is Mr, 
Ballou's consistency with himself? If Mr. B« wBl 
admit the same non*esdmiiTe aetfon, as being the 
law of the mind, and so. proper in this pvepeaailgr 
that he allows in alimentareiiess and every, other 
lower pn^Mttsity, I will at onoe lay down my pen ; 
or seek an oj^ponent. That moment w« are one. 
Mr. Balkw knows this. 

• If he win allow. BeneToleace and Justice to eon* 
troi, and caH to their aid tiw emUre m$€ at this 
hcvlt^, as he does allow them to eontiol, and bo oidl 
lo their aid erery other itumlty of tin man, erery 
«Mlier senUmeot and pvopennty of 41m man, I can 
write no more, we are ooie. This would bid an entiio 
eurrender to the whole naeaning of all my pnevions 
arguments. I would rejoice over his emiTersion. 
Bi|t do; he does not mean this. Then what does 
he meiMi ? What ! Let him threw no random shots 
at this with a mere fowling piecr; b«t mjahe htmaelf 
eonsietent with hisMelt mi it.peasiMo with any 
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rmAaoA And j^ifloflopUieal iafteippetfttioa tiff tte 
ttrind. 

Bui eoittoiMMy «teim, wfaeatit '^braaks Jb<HuicU»^' 
is ^ criminal sftd peetfleiit, ^kli it not ike cMe 
with the spiritiiAl lorw." 6« srgiwA o«r imnd, mid 
seeiM TirtfiiaMy to (diatiai^ a reply. It tiMl be 
ooBUDg. It is more tru^ of :^ spinfenal lore* Theoe 
is no fiMtohj or part of aiMOfoltj m Clod's creation of 
miad^ that works evil in a strietlj heaUhy stats, 
ttad within its own vnfer boomu* Seicual ioiw 
doss not, in or out or legal niflrria§n8. In an wi- 
healthy state^and out of these bonndi^ ^ sentimenis, 
and all piVypensitieB work more or less enl-<~and lae 
more or less ^'^eriminal and pestilent." The hijghar 
sentiments hare power in man to be m<»e so than ibe 
lower. So says nature. ^8» ei^ experience. So 
8ay»the Good Book. My friend adw, '< Js it so with 
the spiritual V* Most certainly. Nething can be 
m^re trae. All the hnmsn blood shed npcnn heatiien 
ahars, to appease the wrath of imagmarr gods, has 
been oontrolled by these fBicnlties in both a diseased 
staie^ and widely out of their trae Gonads. All 
religions wars hare been lat^|;ely supplied from this 
epintna) fountain of man's mind. This has been the 
fowttdation of the Inquisition and all kin<ked institv 
tions. The Gatholiee b^ieTed it to be their business 
to defend religion in this war. In ^is the rel%iaiis 
faeulties were shoekii^ly diseased, and w^ie quite 
out of their proper bo^ids, even tf they had be^ 
itt' health, do m aU Frc^satant persecudona. All 
of these were oSlen as truly aeting from the^ spiritual 
or religiotts £(ujaldes of the mind, in their prolessed 
leal fer morals and rs^gioiiy asis the >]ual&l husbaaid 
a<^tnigfrotti amadVeness, when iifralifyii)^ himself 
at.tibe ^qpense of another, smder t£o clesJi tef oonxw- 
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Irfal loy«. TbMt fipiritaaihprkiM'fidemB, we m^^ lupe 
as truly the fruits of diseased spiritualism, m^.'tm 
thd ^ f&fMnA sezaal lApes^ in te o«t of dual mar- 
rtft|;e, the nsmlts of dtseaoed amativtiMss.. Theflb 
^r^igious mmi fosiieTed they w«r« aoiing from; lone 
to rirttte Mid the neighbor^ mad they weie doag so 
iti al^out th)e (WMe sense. Mid ift no Mher, that iUiefle 
fefex«Ml^ criminal and peadlei^ " arts are from reil 
connubial love. I am mnder^iood and chidletigee 
i^ly. Because one sen^mMit of the^muid iii^/diSii- 
est in its nature frcHn^ and perhaps vastly^ hi^b^r 
tiian another^ it does not follow that such seBiimenl^ 
are not ahke noii-ezolwnve. 1 hare '* sho^ft thKt 
eoitiotaary sexual love *^ is equally non-exolusive Mi 
its mlmre, as ** piety, beneyolettce aad friendshipv^'^ 
and that all of these \<vv^ are pure and ohast^ m, la 
healthy and nomal state, and that in ari ^ ahtaormal 
and perverted state, all are " cidntinal and pesi^leni.." 
Who will asBtime to prbnovnoe God^s works i» Mi- 
ture, or the fruits of nis cleansing graee> '' coonaop 
and unclean?" • . t 

Mr. Ballon "contends that<all coittenary aexitfd, 
' love, out of true dual wedlock, is, ptr ae\ adulterouai" 
I believe he has not argued cUrecdy to prove l||iia 

rposkion . He has arguedi^idnBl analogiot wbklih 
supposed were desigiied to di^rov^ it.. We 
should like to read an argument upon the matu^ «^f 
the mind-^lmr the mind is God's Book-^c^recl^ to 
;prove that all such aets were aduUmry. That an act 
that would be pure and ehafito in ckial ordev^ i^d 
which aet, out of tl»t order, wooid be impure and 
uncha^. Can he not make plain the nature of the 
change which such aet w<ndd undergo in! this 
changie of cfreumstanees ? Will Mr. BaUeu give us 
A^flpecitaio^^ hiitnuMii i<^io» in m iMrguma&t^o 
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adultetous ? ' We wait for it. ... 

If a man varies from oda, cir ^ual aanrmge, while 

%is one mate Hres ta her e^ekism pledge,; his act is, 
oer sty ad^ihewma. But if aha comnii adukerj , Umi 

^ne may gi^ a divorce from ^er and aeek another. 
Ho may now innocently^mbnwe.anotlier.in purity. 
If this one proves untme, '^ be may pooeeed aa before 
^ — all in ohastity ' ' -^ and so .on indefinitely • He 
really enjoys a ^variety throogii ttha iafidelity of his 
repeated seloctioB|B. But his modves ace good, and 
i$o his act. in its <ihaage^ is not adultery, per m, 

^his is diiHsation, and me extre^ do«triiie of dval 
tnsrriage. Mr. Greeley, and perhi^ Mr. Ballon, 
would bolt from this to tkeiBBi apparent looseness bi 
morals, were itiiotrfor their great reverence for the 
€hfri9t. In drilization, death— * and many of these 
are fiho slow murdsra c^ lust -^ has and does often 
Iree men to a great amoiiniof variety in amaiiveness ; 
but this, too, is not, ptfn «#^ adultery. . Though it be 

' the tenUi wife, it is dual wodloek stilL But iif »«man 
hut thrice in a HCatime ultimate his Wve^iind does 

' tJtei^ in hitrmony with the Higher Law of Fees Love, 

' he is, p0r 9k, aii adulterer. This is a monster of 
inconsistency. And we have a- jright to look for its 
fstraction, or its overwhefasiRg pfeoof, if such a 
thing were possible. In sueh a case tho pro«f 
shoiSd eoBM from a source which catinot miedead or 
be : misunderstood, to coBnaaand respect. If Mr. 
Bltlk>u does not admit that the motive sanctifies the 

i act in' this ©uccession <rf wiv*, by what law does 
he justify these as pure, and condemn a less vaiifty 
under the head of Free Love?. We press this call. 
f^'liasmtiltipHed'hiftsta^emefils /that the ootticmaty 
itof is'Oi^'lairMaadpiti^-Ja/diHal nuifriag^ h«t he 
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fauriD lttt 8M i y lgd to ^iw say proof «l ibis ejEcepi hf 
separatiDg amatiYeness from the-maa, and dagfudin^ 
it to the animal. Thn manser of handMiif k, if it 
were proper, prot«B noUiitig as to tbe orcier iof its 
manifettattoiis, as to duality or promiscuity* • • 

In ^e It^lowing we eome more fully to Mr. Bailouts 
reply to otm. No. two. ^ Mr* Kant oontiiMies to odt- 
found things and terms which ought to he discrinxiiift- 
ted, as radically dieeimiltr. leannotoonsenttoit. He 
makes no di^bction^ between yeneration and beaer- 
olenoe. He talks of loviiig a person's mentality, 
ipiritaalityt and moraHty just as if this were loving 
the indivkLual being/' Really, rea^r, Mr. iBsH^u 
is too profound for me here. I did suppose tl«t 
•loTmg idl the parts or attributes of a being- was loriug 
the individual bemg; But let us attend to him. 
^ But, adnftiring, venerating and delighting in th^se 
is wbc^ly different from loving the individml being, 
in the sense of the second oommandment." - The 
idea is good and truthful alter alL It amOmts to 
^is; Benevolence or (Cavity not like imy other 
&ouky m the human brsiin, as to the object or motive 
of its desire or love ; and that the second eommttid 
refers diveotly to this as being the highest morftl 
sentiment of the man. AU fowi and inUkful. We 
have not hinted one word to the contrary. There 
are fM> ttt« sentioients of ^e brain that Are alike iu 
this sense. They «re every <Mie unlike another. 

Again. ^— ''Other krves [than benevdeoce] «re 
more or less limited and ezelusive^'^-he names 
'^ Altmentireiiess, AequisiUveness,"' etc., etc. I 
deny the truth of this; in the sense in which I liave 
argued for the hon-exdusiveness el amativeness. 
in that sense ^l^ey-am fion-exolusivie. Benevolenee 
is ^ktt lidliiig of teelK^y «Bd goodness ^iwmrds 0very 
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ofa^ot mhkh, is-capaUe of rce«tv»g «ioii gooiMm^ 
toA betflg benefited by it It is exckMive to sueli 
objects or to ouch being. So alimentiyeneBs gyrm 
Utaste foff suitable food, no laore. In t healthy statie 
suitable food is the c^jeot it desires and takes |)leasare 
in. : It. may wiry its amemit (tf deliahl in ^ese 
various art^lee; but it can nerer di^g^t in the 
taste>of <m6 aiiide, in exdusion from, or more or less 
than in another article, whieh is exactly like the first ; 
Bor can the eater be benefited, by ^e one and 
injured by the other» This is impossible; The 
sftme course of veasoning holds good towards everj 
^er facrnKy. So I foi4>ear. I pronounee his 
sM^ment untrue, if he means it in the sense in 
which I have argued Uie (^^ponta in all my letters. 

We Qome now to the aigummt in Mr. Bailouts 
reply to our letter <m the Fowlers. He states that 
<^ Amativeness in man htaa two radieal character- 
istie manifestations, -^-a sensual and a spiritual.'^ 
That the '<tensual manifestattcm is rififhtAil and 
iimoeentonly in true dual marriage;'^ '* but t^t its 
mental and spirituid manifestaiion, besides having 
ene saered cdmubial center, has various legitimate 
eoiKentric spheres." To prove the above prepoM- 
ti^i» Tis : That sensual Amativei^ess is not <' eo* 
extensive with* its spiribal," and that the former' 
manifesiaAioii can be '^rightful and innooent cttly in 
du»l miarrtage," he proceeds, as m a former ktter/ 
to divorce a fractioiml part of amaliv^iess, and to* 
pit it on ^ piiEOie with the anima]. I give bis 
vords: '* Amativeness, as to its k3wer develop* 
meota and senflual manifesCatioBs, is properly an 
smmal propensity. Man has it in common with idl 
tbe lower a&imak. Amativettess, in its hig^sl 
6 
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d^mdoj^B^fM m^^ wMwiifratatioaai kp- ptoper . W iMH ^ 
ai a spiritual and moral intdligenbe. Tfab aaimalis«^ 
are incapable of spiriteal amativeiiesat The mora « 
ajnmaUkoma&s Are . cafable 4»f it only in a 1qf« 
degree^ aadixuA^liaTiaioaroely a eoneepiiou of itw 
much lots a daeeiit t^prsmlfOD. It is pkun, theo^ 1 
t^at sensual amatiysness azifts add : vltlmalesitaell ' 
wiUiout spiritual amattfeaesa, as in beasis and yarj. 
s^lksual httnans." Beailj^ if ihese^ ttetemeaitB arA' 
thfeo^ some personis, iwho are in the latsn of moa. a«ri 
not, correctly ^speaking, men* Etfehei" tb^y we^e> 
never fiatsbad, or th«y ha^e beoome so diseased- 
ti^at their. Boanbood is.d*ad and goile. NolihinglMU- 
tte beast-maa nemidne'to animale the material fona^ 
The breath of.fiod, whieh was to stamp his iimagej> 
is gone. But what has ihi^- essence of lust to do 
with the doolrines of Free Love? Must >iire ec^e 
to this £»r oar. anak^ies andai^menti f jBbali m*i 
hamans and beasts Ino -sunnioned upon the stand t<y 
settle the iH^her law ok' pre^ressed and healtlvyi 
humanity ? We are ooa^inced thafe Mr. Ballou ii 
aarious in this kind of analogy, and we submit U^ 
follow. 8iicli reasoning as this baa been so. far . bbt 
first and hiain arguaient. We bate replied to it iii> 
part, when'fbiUid in a^ £s]^mer letter* 'We wUl!'«a-i 
d^tvor to do it justiee' h^re. Firsts tfaen^ we ^msanti. 
fer the sakJ9 o£ the ai^umdaty ta '^e pulling away^K^t 
sensual amativ6aess» j(To do which wa&belieTa tat 
l)e a a^itural impossibility ; and if ittwere>possiiBie,^ u^ 
man. it would be * adultery, per m^' ) What<loe8 Mr^* 
Ballouf gain in this argtm^l? He separates t^ 
lower of aaialiveness iron the -higher^ and pats i^ 
under laws inharmonoas with the highei^» ; beeaaaei 
the former iaimimaL If this s#ere proper,^ it mi^yhft^ 
in part deatrof n\y ai^imitfil from analogy» but it 
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wduM prot^e iiothing against my doctrine, and' 
nothing in fator of his. Let ns see where bis 
analogy, in comparing man on this point with the ' 
beast, will early him. However di*jtasteftiY this may " 
be to us, or to the more refined feelings of the 
reader, it seems to be necessary, and so we hope it 
may prove pirofitable. We consent then, Mr. Bnlkw, 
to go with yott into the field of animal life. We are 
bWMid to look into the nature and order of the love- 
relations of animal; to look into the laws of their 
marriage. We find here, if we tak6 the whole 
rtegfe, that variety i* the rule of love, and at the 
rirost a partial duality is the exception. God has so ' 
ci'ef&ted, and we will not Arraign his wisdom. Rea- 
der; we are now in the presence of !^ast6 and birds, ' 
— ^fe that walks, and life that fties: There is no- 
adultery here. If any man think evil, the evil is in^ 
himself. These, God's creatures, are right. We £nd 
alhativeness an tipper and heading fticulty, all ri^ht' 
fht beasts. So its actbn is right for beasts. Not 
sb in man. Jn him it is behind and below in 
the brain, and so shotdd not lead and control. 
Then is the analogy we are ptirsuing truth- 
ftil? We think not. But we are pledged to 
fillowit tothe bottbm of our friend's argument. We 
press thfe , hiquiry, theh, upon oUr friend. Are the 
love ultimaUons of animals generally exclusive and' 
dual f We expect a catagorical reply and its prooC 
Our opponent, we hope, will be consistent with his 
a^mal analogies. Again, are these ultimations of 
\bte or passion less elevated and less proper, when 
they are in the order of vuriety, and so in harmony 
with 'What seeibs to be the rule of their natures, 
thanwhen they manifest themselves in a partially, 
Bind perhaps sometimes entifely in an exclusively 
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d«al order, and no in hannony wkh what 9«ein9 to 
be at least the law of exception, even amoog; animals ? 
Our friend has insisted on taking us to the animal to^ 
settle the laws for man — and we now wish to have 
full jostice done to his areimients, so we urge the8« 
questions upon him. If vf$ ditLW any inference 
from the ammal analogy, it is that man will compre* 
hend all orders, or every variety of order, mnless he 
has outgrown the e^iceptional law of animals. Aa 
a fact, man in his nature does.comprehend the entive^ 
natures of all below him. So says science. His 
analogy, carried out, if it were truthful, woiUd favor 
our views vastly more than his. But we have not 
felt the need of .such aid. It is the love relations ol 
man which we wish to elevate and harmonize, and 
we think this should be settled solely bv the laws of 
man's mind. Any truthful appeal to the anak^ of 
the law of animal creation, can never favor exclusive 
dual marriage, but its opposite. We pledge our- 
selves to sustain this proposition when it is further 
called for* I return now to say to the reader, that 
this whole argument of two radical and diverse 
manifestations of amaUvei^ess in man, is unpbilo*' 
sophical and absurd. If such a separation were= 
possibly, it would leave the man in a perverted and 
abnormal state. Bi^t it is not true that any man. 
ever ukimates love entirely disconnected with its 
spiritual element. I will demonstrate this statements, 
If Qgd had made this possible^— the raee in her 
propagationsmight so retrograde as to become beasta» 
or something iik^ tbem,^ and ao on still lower. In 
this case there would be au absolute: law of 
retrcigressioD, instead of a law of progression ut 
msn* The offspring, of such coition oou)d not hs; 
human ; as like will beget its like. Poes the nate 
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aril fbr more? We ajre mosi gbd to know, for tli9 
]^Q^a 0f baiaAQhy, tlmt sueh a sepanition of a 
im^Akj,^ oi ilie'^kettUiQs, is impbssitiie, and so the 
idi»fl i^moat absurd. W« prooiMd m ^>iir quotatiom :> 
^'^ex«ial ooiAion is tlie* natural, umversal,. wforaa 
tsed inevitable ultunato of aenlui amativeness*'^ 
'/ Bat w>w is it with i^iritttai aisatiTeBess ? 11 wa/j 
deieond into^ blend with, and sa&tify * s«»6aal Ama* 
liWnesis £i8 ia :tbe case ol Uie true dual marnag«» 
BiMi 4omai. ooition is ilot its own proper and inevi^ 
Ubfe .uiUiftate/' We w^iit- almost isspatiently for 
pvoof tbftt tinisspirituM love may sot sanotify the 
^oa-eselusive fmiuiifestatioBs of this sexual loT«. In 
«^ry ]!ef)ly Mr. JBallou assumes the only point lotW 
proved on bi» ^t» We tell the reader that this 
n%het love Will more ftt% sanctify the lower, when 
th^ Jower acts behind cmd in harmony with the laws 
4^1 the faigbery and we argue c^ctly to nnwe it 
We; li&t^q lower strengthen the higher, and veoeive 
its blessing by its ah«alu(e subn^ion to the! Jaws 
el the higher, and not the h%her eome down to 
Ueess tine Icsh, by subm^ssionn and conformity to th^ 
lower law, or to the supposed lower law. We now 
conro to deny our brother's main proposition in tb^ 
(quotation. We contend that coition is a naftural 
ultimM-e of spiritual lore. That the leading attribute 
oC d(H^ngal loTe, in. a heakhy state, is spiritual ;( 
that it is non^esclusire, nnd that it is \ naturally 
coitionsiry in its ultimajbea. fionsnal love is ^me^ 
times And in^sone eases partially satisfied by vark^^s 
little love manifestations short of co^iob. k ofisen- 
is Qompikratitely so, without aury material manifesta-i 
tionQ. Il'i^ in youth. So spiritual lore is oflett 
ontnparalively satisfied wiibowt the tot of cmtion. 
ftit no •^:tuaUove^in any (rf ks pteBesoan })e futt: 

A* 
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adcompkie/inih^itiUsooitioBaryTiliimftle. Willi*^ 
out this It BtTer aUaint to its hight» perfection aad 
«i^B€k8. Mn BMonk cepretenfts (ie «piyitiw) m 
datorading to bkts and sanottfy the sensiial in doaft 
mmnmge. Will he deoj that the i^iritual love it al 
hoBM invalid is a leading* attribute in tihe eonjngidt 
Witt he dienr that spiritual love is its rery essence 
and inner his ? His latoguage pisi&ly eonveya Hdi 
idea; that :it is not. TUa is a vital pc^t W« 
ho^oar inead a|id the reader will bear with the 
deseness with whidi wo parsuo this sdbjjeat, if il 
dass aecupj some space. We have meant to S4 
wHte.onr proposition tor this discussion that ww an4 
esn' opponent ^ould be obliged to ^p^ with tfai 
vary heart tA the whole controversy* with the ag«( 
aad with reformers, tonelmig this subject of sub^ 
|aet8-<-KDaTriage. We must not pass il superftotatt]^* 
We oertf inly understand our <q>po&ent to deny w 
vital and essential relations oif spiritual amative*^ 
ness^ in konstitttting the kadiag simtaace of coitioa^ 
ary and S9 oonnttbi«tl lov«. I Mek he dbea nal 
harmonize on this with the Fowlers ; with Sweden* 
bofg he does nbt, and many ^ers of his dual order, 
but much nearer with* the leakers. No matter^ 
What b tru&? Wkh as, commbiidity is ne* 
synonymous with sensuality. We promise the 
reader ^t when we are converted to tiiis dofttrine, 
we shi^l join the Shalosrs, at onoe, on this subject. 
But » the name of bwaanityt we protest agamst the 
whde of it. Gbitiony fi>r>ilis miest matwriai object-^ 
the procreation of offspring-^ should be, in Ha 
leadiAg substaooe andiealiares, ^fAritual. As laan 
is aunit^ and as* he is mo9« spiritual titian*aBimal or 
senaoal^ so iahis act to b^^ his like, it should ba 
aM^e iq)i]ilual tbifi aensual/ < I^speak of the tnss 
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HMtt tbould kee|> bcyAdf tftd hariKoliiflv with^^ie 
IHglier. If Mr; Btikra still ittiitU th«t mij^ hxmm 
*»9Aogj iB {she ; €ati ke »ot gird^iui ft better.MibtiH 
tute in disproviog 44 than- bis* analogy of man and 
tttfimite in edaaKmt We baife iiead bk replies wkM 
6ar ttmosi «ai%, «ii4 read 4;bem iigaki am again; 
iftd WB afflfrm ^Mit there is no* on« w^td ol direol 
M^gtMneal to pr^re tlie impropriety o^ a luoiety ki 
ec^nubial km. He repeats tbe atatemenla of bis 
beBef that eoitionary lore shotdd <mfy be in traa dual 
aaarriage ; and tries to destroy my analogy, by iatroi* 
AneiBg another. Bat were 1 to adnMt tbe .force of 
M» tmknal as^ogy, and et^ry irord of real ai^« 
ment in ^ie letters, ^erda '^n he has aieli Me^ the 
iatnif step to ^ove hiei^»opositieti, aad bisexclus^L]^ 
dMd brdet. Wiiereie tbepreof of his ^adultety; 
^ se/^ in a ▼anety in lote ukinatea? Not a liive 
ean I €t»d. I& behalf of the friends of Free Lowi 
irboM) docttitte tttid^ raetieehe has formerly dedai^ 
fa be th^ fonksl ^ the fern), tind adoHery by itself^ 
I aek bhn to ^rdre bis' position in seasen f>iF a;re^y 
bef(6re tdris disdusftion cloies. In yieir of bis fast 
rek^ons to ihni subject, and of his present positied» 
as an opponent ei Free Lore, it is fiei enovgb tbst 
be satisfy himself itt simply replybg to my avguv 
mettlSi The 'idiscnssien was proposed as a mutual 
MM*, between fri^fids, to promote tSbeeauie of tr«^ 
eftob of 1^ bi^^figv a» I treet; that tmtb would be 
elieited-byit, Witetberemr ophiidis were all sated 
ernot By p^oef I^niean more €epeeia])y direel 
argute^ fii^mlhe )a^ 6f iftind; not mere wfefeiiei^ 
4^em history. I bai^ not treulbl^^be reader #ilb 
.Ib«^obl;bi6tory oP^taA marrfegi^ as a^eaaplhpa 
*i|faBwtttibr*«tririef >I*eelK)ireir .' • 
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^ B«eMiie<all <rf Aim Jiig^.MA ^tUmA fmmUm 
arenorv or ko lu&i-toflutur^r 4n4 ui that «^b«#i 
wiwerial in thfiiv aatititi, it:^o^; bdt fcUoi^ 119 a( 
pradtnid ihet tkai rtbejr $)i#uJil irfiiipato tli0««e)tli^«M» 
la &6 same «xtML> Tbte la natiurai^ imjK)8sil>l0.r Ii 
k>va all the kmnin brothct-hood, Qoa*Qi(«kiaiy<d)^ m 
Iltare uaed Ihit laUer Vca'd in thW dHsevsuoQ, jre^^ 
pais Aialtitnte with, a bare reocgaition. I oariy 0^ 
BO partiettlar a^ of kbdaeas, <» M«pofial and iia^ 
•tteatioas/' It is adt neoassary or caW .for, Sa 
k maa naj lo^e woa^a .as.suab* with a.tiiiM 
vaivcartal, or noa<exeli|siYe coniMibial lovei aB4 
it be impostiUd aad laidesirable to ^ umversally* 
eeasanunate thialore; while, absolute eiduttyi^^^ 
vouldibe aaaatoal iu< #itb^ aai9er*-in Bftf, of^Ai 
lovaat There are mental laws and circaiaetaqipe# 
iriueh. should harmonioualj settle ei^h mm*B m^ 
tmd and xnota intimate asioeiates, ia hia apt^ fd 
seeial enj(^dient» or acts of. chfuitable. utility; \A^ 
jrei.he is net absolutely exekieiye in ^y or> aU./oC 
these faeulliea^ The weU^devetoped^ mind ia mv^ 
WEiYtmA or absolutely e]:olusLv« aa to to aavoeisijtef 
i» aektion to^the hitman Jbrotherhood-^or in any of, 
&e social or lore relation. These remarks ha^e bad 
referoioe to some pairt of Mr. Ballon's reply, whieb 
I thKWg^ it notr neeessavy to qui^* 
= By Ae better laws of ciTilisation,*with {w<nae^ iq^ 
gbneraU I mmj bow the knee, befi^re Oo4 in i^^i 
p^ayiar in freedon; I rmj ^^7 mental {"iiMats .with 
ber in feeedeaa. BaieTOl^ce may give to her the 
fonts, ef eeqnisiti¥€»^ in fneejomi eharity and 
jlnstm may ^ill to theii; Aid ^ 4ie power, and iitilitrj 
m de8tnietiYenasaand.e^nbativepM8a for the proteev 
lioa and defense of a)l wemeninJreedon;: I maj 
gratuitously supply &e wmta itf .injha))itiyene«f} ai^d 
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alimcntiTeness in her in freedom ; I may ^ive the ad- 
hesive kiss to all in freedom ; I may supply any child 
from my paternal fcfunt in freedom ; I may supply 
my own paternal desire by the caressing or adoption 
of any child in freedom. What may we not do and 
enjoy innocently in freedom, hy the laws of the 
Fowlers, Mr. Ballou and civiliisaaon ? Every thing 
except a fractional part of a sentinient called ama- 
tiveness, all else is non-exelusive, or absolutely free 
iB a healthy state, or under the control of the higher 
man. For every other freedom is allowed to be 
health, and health is allowed to be freedom. For 
every other absolute exclusiveness is considered a 
disease* For this fraction of the brain, anything but 
•fttke exdusiveness is disease, per se. This fraction^ 
18 cut off from its other and higher half, and held in 
bonds as a criminal **It has been a criminal." 
Well, why not put the whole man in bonds ? Every 
fiicfulty, and every part of a faculty, has been wo- 
folty eriminil. Why not rush back to slavery and 
^ dark ages for our laws of safety? "All men, 
^xcept those who govern the rest, are, per se, dan- 
gerouff in freedom T " It requires strong proof to 
mistain such monstrous inconsistency. The past, with 
her pall of blackness still hanaing over her, cannot 
prove H. The future will lau§^ at it with pity and 
gstonishment. 
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CfiAPTEE VI. 

MB. JIALLOV OOmUruSD. — J»S B90IC 

My. Bai^lou t^k$9 ia our discuasiotii whai " need '^ 

lih^e is of Free Lore,— mnd what " good" will com* 

•(Of k? Even admitting my mind argoment, of ik9 

^non-exchisive nature of the connubial attraction, 

ihe virtually asks what utUUy will come of such free* 

dom. Othera, who read us, will ask the same quesiion« 

We reply — the normal action of every faculty and 

•^Tery law of mind, is always of utility. A similat 

"need" exits, and a similar "good** will follow the 

.freeing of this, which results from tiie free action 

«oC every other £M3ulty. Such freedom is always 

'iiren^kening, refining, and dewm^tig. 'Itiasov lind 

•will be«o on this, in its temperate, healthy, and fr^9 

faction. The diseased action of any fitculty tsxif^ 

' bring untold evil. One man, or one waman* majt 

Kt» ctfora^-^^a hermit. So one man 4nd <mei if^ 

man may live in entire isolation from aS eUiet 

society ;' but such dual hermitage is not natural. It 

more or lees starves all the human Acuities. That 

- state of mind which, from choice, selects such a 

: situation, is sickly and contracted. No man and 

woman can ^progress, and elevate themselves, as 

• easily, and as 4dly, in such disconnection from all 

• others. . Avvanetv in the action of every feature of 
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•oxumbiid lor^r is refiniag and elevaftipg. Zom 
alm/i elevaies Und lefined* Of courM, s yarbtj in 
tills should be goevermd by. the Boost exalted wis# 
dom. So »hoU)d. til& adtioii, and the ymtieij in 
sdbesiTfjneas. When, and so tea m, the latter is not, 
it dissipatei^ and debases. Eaoh Acuity has its 
proper laws^ and its **rwttaral restraints," but not to 
absolute exclusi^aess. Some minds, in a healthy 
state, require more sodefcy thsm others. I will ber 
understood, if I have to write " line xipon li»e-** 
precept upon prec^." We insist tbat^ as out 
philosophy deals alike with every faculty, and is in 
harmony with itself, while that of oar opponentar 
does not-**aild is not,*— it is for those who nwlee the 
exception, to psoyb tleir exception. And we urgs — # 
we en^eat the friends of exclusive marriage, to 
deal less with uncertain eoneequencee, and nore 
with God's eternal laws of order," as read in the 
pMtoeepky of mind. We here say — once, and we 
hope, for all, — ^#e do not consider mere inferences 
from history, especially any history which we ca» 
obtain, as direct ailment, or as sufficient to meet 
and.re^te the settled or sure princples of mind. 

One more allusion to the discusston, and we pass 
tp Mr. Bailouts bods. We record a notiedble coin-" 
cidence. While Mr* B. was laboring to destroy our 
analogy between the human Acuities, by eompiring 
the act of ooiljoii in man *' with animals in oom^ 
mon,'' his friend Bewitt vac ^rguing in his (Mr* 
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Hewitt's) piq)ef, ia oppo^ioB to eertjmi iuiipo«ed or 
roal Free Itore defenden,-— thit beoMuse aBunalf 
wem promkcnoiis, it was no evidence that matt 
ehoidd be. Ndl one word does Mr. H. write directly 
to prove his own dual order. (On what grounds 
shall this always be taken for granted ?) A Zacfy 
steps in here, and intimates, if man was Uke the 
atiiimds, there would be no. good objection to a 
" rariely.*' Our unknown fiiir one, (she does not 
&vor us with her name) writes,— ^*<R£ttnove the 
restraints of reason and conscience imposed by lore* 
and.&ere is no reason why animal passion should 
w>t claim a Tariety.'' To us thie is an entire nega* 
tion of Mr. Bailou's analogy, — and yet he becomes her 
very ready endorser. (See P. Christian, Dec. 30, 
1864.) So does Mr. Wright. Where shall we find 
our opponents in relation to this animal argument 9 
We hcpe their whereabouts will be hotter settled on 
80 iihportant a point, before' we have occasion to 
print another edition of our boc^. it will so much 
diorten our labor. We did not allude to the anitnal, 
except in reply to Mr. Ballou. We did not consider - 
it necessary in a discussion about man. Still it was 
not impr(q)eff. We ask our opponents then what 
position the ixmmal is to hold in the future of this 
oontroyeMy. We choose at present io foUaw* It is 
not Mr that the same opponent should hang on to 
these opposite horns at the same time, or change as 
seentbg tteotsaity requinK ^ 
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BMtd»r, b mftluDg the use wUch I have of the 
dieeugeioOy — ^I hav^e taken the utmost care xu^ to do 
Mr. BilUou any injustice, and if, in any thing, ^^ ia 
any i^atem^nt, . he thinkjB I am incootfect, I ask 
hiin to point it out to me, and I will expkin or re* 
ti?aet, as the truth Boay require. Though we are 
wide apart as professed reformers* I am still his 
personal friend, and I suppose him tahe a friend to 
8ie. We both deed ^arply with what we conceive 
t6 be the errors and £itults of our friends. Mr* 
Ballou hdd IdU it to be his duty, as a leader aud re- 
jbrmev, (lxM>nsider him a law informer )« to arraign 
and cond^nn all Free Love doctrines and practices* 
This became more frequent and severe, in his paper* 
I eould Mid did sympathise with him in part, in ve* 
hUicm to some of die evils c^mected with F^e^ Loye^ 
as with dual marriage, in the present undeveloped 
tod perverted state of the race. But he made no 
exception. He seemed to feel himself caUed < in 
oonseienee'to do what he c^uld.to exteifmiaate it, as 
a whole, and in aU of its parts. I visited him. We 
Spent hours in friendly, but in private discussion* 
I ai^ed him, if ever he gave the subject a. full and 
fnr heating in his paper, as he had befere this 
given every ^ther questiou of great inlierest, — :to 
discuss it with me. When he thotight the time had 
ccnne, and was at leasure to do sq» he accepted my 
friendly challenge, and the discussion f6llowed. 

I fully Admit there are many evils ndw oo^nected 
6 
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H^h Fr«6 LoVe. tnjustioe is 8omel»ai«d d&sA miider 
ks ckx^i But I believe Its fHends will '' learn with 
dom by the things which thej sufibr/' and rise to a 
greater And better harmony. I know some hare to 
risen. So far, the Tanous efforts at communitj 
hare caused gveat suffbring and loss of proper^. 
Perhaps some half » mfllion has been expended, and 
some over twenty societies &ilod, during ^e last 
twenty yean. And yet we thbk &e effort has be«i 
werth all it has cost. Free Love has not dime as bad, 
or been more a fiiHure. Community and Free Love^ 
mn both alive and in good health in some ^aoei^ 
The real good in both wilt be saved, and rise. Ths 
ehaff i^ould be blown away by the winnowing of 
Providence. So let it be. We were some ^isapv 
poinlbd in Mr. Ballon on tho subject of ^evr discus^ 
sion, after all, but it was not his faidt He had 
always been a frank and open spoken man g^ aU 
subjects which he met. 

' But to his book. We did not all«de to Mr* BaMott, 
%hen spiking in our pre&ce of r^orm writers ob 
marriage. We considered him, on thk subject, and 
many others, more nearly alUed to the past. In most 
of his writings ho stero^types to the teachings of 
an age, almost two thousand years ago, and seldom 
to the higher law and. more spiritual truths of that* 
Still iftrther back, he ''btnklB ta^eniacles to Moses 
and Elias," as well as to ** Ohrist.'^ This he does 
to the bw phase of 0>vist's teaohings. Fqr Christ 
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«'ww flBMb HOtr tfa»14w/' asd tl^ote wib^ it; tad 
inparables. HdwoveUn ''▼^il/'iwdidMoBeiytottitt 
kide frMB ik% nmy lbe*h%iMr glara* of th« dom- 
mg go0pd. He stBl ppmcb^d kw lo ih« *^lawl«M 
and disolMdIest.'' (I ptomuM Mr. Balkkiwill con* 
sider the aboTe a« » coaiiiMBeiit to hkn^ Ami it 
realy Bland so in theeyer of the mtjfstiiy,) Bol 
we shall proeeed to our triews of fate case', and hie 
c<mi«e. He talks nnieh in his book of going 
back to "fkndameBtal pmiciple?." Tke real import 
of this, to us, is simply kis <^ioa as to the lEiain 
truths of tiie Bible. To me, he seems wholly in- 
capable of going below and Bbor^ all opinions, to 
file absolttte laws of mind i incapable of going back 
of «11 revealed religion, to the Author <2^ it ; of sim^ 
ply reading nature in nature's book. He has been 
called " the logician." He is comparatiTly logical 
in ^scussing diedogy, so called, but nerer upon 
the deep principles of philosophy. He is superfidal, 
and never at home, in the kttter. On turning to &e 
pages of his book (see 361) on which he records 
his objections to Free Loye, I was disappointed. I 
had forgotten that, after so fiilly denouncing our 
views, he did not even write the first sentence of 
argument to disprove tiiem from the laws tif mind. 
If such is there, we have Med to see it. Such aa 
H is, I wiH give H a passing notice. And yet, I 
should not, in my present book, if it had emanated! 
from an author of less note. 
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Mr. BttBes, l» Qit%m his olijoetioM to P^iygw ay , 
m which w« at« luippy io agB$e vkh him. 

^'2» Proiftis^iy of intimato lejewd oottmii&km is 
wvoUiJkg asid ditgnimg ta pjure mkided.le?iet« B 
is uanatiini}. ]t eom«8 fr(»n peryeHed anuidyeiiesst 
despotism^ ftitifieial ^mitieii, soi^bistiealkm, ^r 
wbitraty e«it«m." * * * By "proftuMmity/' 
Mr. B. SEieAM th<^ ienst ckmtioo &om ^itire elEokkr 
^yen^ss. More of ^e same sort £[^ws our qitoia^ 
taon. Wa simpiy reiply to^ii aU„ thcff«.ia not absolutelf 
tmd fieoessarilyooe word of tvudi in il. Ziul ia 
"rcyoltiBg" liways *'toa pure mfindbd Lovat;— " 
Mve mv&, "W^ giya asaartum for aasarlioa. 

^^ 3y Sexual priomiscuity ineyitably tends to moral 
and social disorder. It sophisticates, peryerts and 
demoralises its practitioners. It stimulates and con- 
firms the lust of vaifiety." « « « « 

We are not requiired to do more than to pro- 
DOOttce ail this fsl^e. Mr; Ballou always and ayery^ 
where takes the whola point of difference betwe^ 
him and the friends of Free Loye for granted* 
Vamaiy: That the attraction for a yariety is lust: 
'Mhe Inst of variety." Be&ie ibia, he has tajLen 
bis positi<»i, and pronounced ayery such act d 
yariotf *AdidJtry, per «e/' Here» in the presence 
#f. hls.book> I again chaltenge him or his fnenda» to 
flthow thb first line of his» of direct argument of any 
lMMJi«.totpmye his position ; or to show one sentence 
where it is not taken lor gnmtad. i{al>^ the 
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m ft piofested lefonoei;, and ^ Im long and rap^ftted 
d^vaaiatiOA of our pjrtiMsipleB oa Uiia wdbjact,, na 
iMMre a nght to 48k apd^zpaot aiora. 

He baa written what he, and perhaps aome of his 
£dends^ may coosider argunent. Injustice to him, 
the reader should know that ha has abundantly ap- 
pealed to the leelinga and inatinets 4>f men. Ta 
what we ahall call, to a greater or leas extent^ nmr 
dmfdcpei, ikkfy, nxkipmmiid mind. He becomes 
spoBser (ox thie^ and pronounces it pure. "Ths 
natural instincts of tme love are sgainst it,''^^again^ 
noQ-excluslveness, or pur freedom. He asserts thst 
this ''instinct. is not selfish^ but .imjdonted by Qod 
to ensure moral and social order.'' We tell him 
that a moffhid siddy state of mind knowa no abso- 
lute *' purity/' or an entirdy normal deyelopment of 
"loTe." We admit that the undeTcloped "iastincts'* 
of a misguided amatiTeqeas, are sometimes ajpainsi 
moat Tiews. We find men on this, as he finds them 
<»i war, and resistance of evil ; and he echoea hwk 
to us on this all of their old arguments to him> ia 
defence of war^ or an injimous resistance. They 
tell him, the *' instincts " of man are against him^*- 
or-are.in $Mror of resisting to the death, whenn^ees- 
saryr an intruding enemy. That this instinoi 
of self-presenrationi is ".4inselfisb» and from God«" 
$jiA shows his will as to the true manner of keeping 
9rder/^ This injurious remtynoe is moM often re- 
6* 
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'Mted td 4iSt deifeii«e o*^ Mr. B>6 feiclttflUr*-*" tosfhifel'^ 
in man4ag«, tban any wBert tHae: W6 congtaivAiiVh 
Mm in tii» caste — the marriage <jtrefiiticrti — *on 'find-* 
ing himself with ^e majority, and entirely on tli# 
pcpfdar iide, . > . v i 

• But to his book — ^** amativehess, ISke aR* th^ jyas^ 
sional appetites, has lib inheirent self-gcJvehimerit.^ 
True; * ♦ ♦ "safety lies in snfcordinalingam^ 
atireness s(tri<!tly to reason and the moral sentf- 
ments.** True, it always is in a strictly heal^y 
mind ;— ^hi a. perfect derelopmetot of conntrbia! "love. 
Look at Mr.* B.*^ oofisistency ! He truthfully cofn- 
pares amfrtireness to all the other' "pafesional 
tkppethes.'* His "Reason and moral sentibenti^/* 
put every other "passion and appetite ** ww^fer non- 
exclusive laws ; — and he would feonsider the mart as 
tr6id of feoth " reason and moral sentifiaents/^ who 
should think of dofng otherwise. Then' li6 places 
amatrreness, or a par^ of it, under etitire' excWsive 
law.' Reader, look at the depth and logic In this t 
it Is « simply contemptible." An appeal to' sickly 
Snstihct is not' sufficient to justify so irratioiiM & 
;^6sition. Reason and a liealthy instinct repudiates it 
all. • ' "' ' J" ' ■". ' '"• 

Mr. Billon goes on at some length, to gire Ws 
Yiews'ttf the terrible consequences, which, he thkkS 
must f^OT^ the spread of i'ree LOve. f As to thisj 
we kn6w more nbout it than our. friend* Jffe ei? 
communicated his sexual sTayes, ^h<j^ rebel imdef 
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6IIM from ^at y^ke: We kn<m Mm^thtUg «f'ftlM 
•oei^j^f ^«i^ nedem ftitti-^KcksiTe 'Jaaoiaioa^s. ^ 
Agmii»^-*-'' 4y fiexud piomiseuky must degrade wM 
oppvtss woman." : leader, m tlM bock, ^iMro'fe 
nearly two pages, following the above propoii^iwii, 
of hM0r'm>ri*ci «rgtt»Mit. HaYiag 8€^e2- it in 'bis 
own mind thaA all <)eviatioiii fr^m dual order is ' Dm! 
pMimptingfl of ItisVlie goes on to deaoiibe attd dirf* 
€\Mb tbe'fum ^onseqaono^a of an entire reigii of 
fai8t> Adttdtliiig bill' premises, hia concbtJEnona at» 
aafe« Kf any rapdar hai te book, he can tarntditi 
(ifiaaside Upotn the fir^ inlditioa df ouf book to 
giTid «^ ol 4beae #e^ifdar7, bat crtfll intportan't 
queatibtis; a full place. ' Others Hare wtitten upon 
thend better than /^e 4»nild do^ and we ihust: Mm 
Aia' reader to tiiem. We dio not desire t6 snpeitede 
an J other piMieatkMi winch has gone before ua. 
W«'rsfer' Hie Kadiek* to' w Tract, containing a dis^ 
GU8sk>n Ibetween ^8tfe]Aeb P. Andrews, Henrj 
J^oaes, and Horao^ 6h!ie#le}r,^' and pnblished by Mr. 
AndrewB ; adkl-toi ktters aince pnbKslked in tba 
TribuBe, and.M#. Anfaewni n^ly m Nidiola' Jov^*. 
nai. J^owiMreelsi^ can bstk aides be found better 
handlM^t Xvujorht lo add^-Mi^ m^ols' book on 
Uarriage/nflMaiasiheUBglh 'lo aneh eonsami^ 
ti7eolyJ6e*iDn8w%rr£iidiiii H^. Bailouts bo^k. i i 

* I nmjflj r^er to an act , of his a^ty in dismisaing ,a 
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tonte. But 1 401 Mi Jlgaiii6t mAkg taj pHmtA 
irork too l«i|f. I <^<mleto it to be m book o£ <<«m 
Ubii/^ Btit it is ^ eentank, a piTotd, id«t-- ^and 
IhO'.oite xm whi^ ^e ttflia hinge of cirHiMtioD 
iMuige. 

Mr. BaBoft tloes oat differ M muak from «s aii ki 
fitt sight. it would a{i|)earf ia tiew ol otir oonte^ 
^BilMcBtt c^ ham, He» in every Ute^ 10 m trvlhf 
initimg vf diieaaed «nittliveBee»;«^(^ .irlmt iir« 
DsYMoaik "^fizihtoviism." He does aotiteem to 
me to Jnve tiie ttioet diiiiiit ^onoeption of: what i 
oail' eatire: hedth> He ialways» or nearly idway^i 
dttgrades amaitlveMds.. Wo. eornkm^ in ihe pasi H 
hao degraded itself. StiH we write of a hei^ikj 
■dad :^-^f a healtby attractiiiiu We write of loro, 
n^ hist* Lore is hiealthy, aid is mkbr the ooatMt 
of ther WMdom of loason, afad Um moatA sentiments ^ 
and not Under ^ cnnaHty;'' The aeiga of seaml 
settshness^ we do not csU a heidth j couvbiid lore, 
TVb de|>r^eate Hat morbid wbA ifvegular acti<m of anjt 
ln^uhy. Sddi imits iie ofiesl terribkw Too kffA 
riUs^f6r huian pea to ixmA^^ iff.. Balkn tod 
onradves agree that as a mittsr of Act» aikiatDireneiM^* 
as wdttas an dthor s^yofetals, bare Imii, and' stHt' 
aw, mm> ot leas •disdasscL fib lia^ea^^ rotn, e^r*^ 
^pt:(hMragh law'>l-<tiMl8iriof «exdiHm nan^^ 
for its coming health.. If it were here our ihvt 
dbjcici to discuss die way of eslva^a for so 8}o)4|j^ 
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Tade» we^ mojit <i%Htgmij, thaaki propose to mix » 
Uitle gospdi freedom with our reBiedies* He insbU 
thmt anj deviation from absolate excluBiyeneas wi4 
monaoe the ttakdj* And, like the Physician, who 
should adrise to the gratifi^ti(»i of the craring o£ 
adispeptic stomach for its cure, he insists upoB 
com{diance with what to us are the immoral 
erayings of a worse than dispeptic '^kstinot/' 
as a means to its desired health. Perhaps eren 
he does not mean lUl this. He may hare littk 
hqpe of a coming cure ; and i^ labors more t^ 
stay its further encroachments^ In one poiat of. 
Tiew he is consistent with himself. Though a non^ 
remstai^, he believes in ccmfiniiig criminals, — dan-^ 
gerons criminals. He finds amativeness to be such 
a criminal. So it is at least wise to confine it to the 
exduaive jnarriage ydce. I must confess to nolit4k 
sympathy wUh him in this, when, and so £ir as ii is 
thus ungovernable and dangerously criminal. I am 
not disposed to quarrel with the past for her sexual 
disciidine. Not in the main, with the shakers. It 
is even possible, that Jesus was right in &v<Hrifig,— -« 
in spealdng fevoiably of a bmoi- s making himself a 
Mteral " Eunuch for the kingdom of heav^i's sake,"* 
or the s^e of purity, peace, and happiness. This, 
was truly tm unnatural remedy, to meet a very bad 
and perha|$s really an unnatmral disease ;^-and pos* 
sibiy better than the entire reign of lust Perhaps 
better than to oommit, and be hung far rape. IIA^ 
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was Hterally removiiig, «a "oSending''* mmnbor* 
I say then, m view of tiie terrible diieiMwt of (he 
|MMt, I will not judge the suSerer too hArihty, fof 
her equally terril^ remedtes, though ^j mmjwmm 
to me unnatural and unj^iloflophical. Tkey could 
Bot do as we cau do. I will respect Jems in liring 
4 practical life, like the sect of Ssses of his iaj,*-^ 
and not marrying in any form ; — if, on the whole, he 
•onsideeed it wise and best so to do. His life 
lacked a wholeness and^ntirenessin developnimitand 
eaq)erience. But perhsps it was ike best he oorM 
then do. So we judge not the past. My greet 
ebfec^oB to Mr. BaUou is, that he does not leave 
room in his marriage teachings for man's ftofften^ 
rion and "restoration;'' for all which is really hit 
present and coming health. Even if die exehunve 
dual instinet in the marriages of civiliaatien hae^ 
en the whole, been the best for the plane of civ^isa- 
tton-t^of this we are not sure, and so do not judge, 
dutt instinct is not adipted to, or suitable for the haar« 
mony of the future. It will &^ before it. So, if Mir. 
Balbu still feels it to be his duty to repreeeat the 
'* Moses " of this age, tuad make laws^ and write for 
the confinement of the *'aQii&al"^-Bian, I would 
fern persuade hhn to leave room in his feith, and ht 
his propositions^ for me and my Iriends, to write in 
defence of freedom for the Qpd-man. God bless Uie 
Moses of eaoh age. ^ But a douUe blessing will ever 
attend the OhriH*— and the Christs of each age; 
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^ihmMil Bhottld ftot war i^;aiiiaft Isa«c» — nor rfidoU 
Jwao be uoj««t to Ishjuael ; — e^teik tliough tlie oDt 
4oes repreeent boDdage, and the other freedom. /- 
In short, Mr. B., on the subject of exclnaiw 
carriage, writes as we mighl suppose any good con- 
aenrativ^ 9Und would have done^ during the paa| 
few hundred years. I suppose he» as well aa we# 
aonsider it safe to fellow ** i^ndamental principles/* 
or the ** eternal laws of order/' over all oonsequenoeflu 
We wish tp call him back to the origioal — so far aa 
loan is concerned — source of, and to the search for, 
^hese laws. We say, then, if he will ODce more 
take his pen, and attempt either or all of the fol- 
lowing thi]9gs : — 1st, To reply to my mind argu- 
peiit^--of the non-exclu$ire nature of the attradioa 
of each and every part of the human brain, (as I 
have made my meaning understood on that propo- 
sition) ; or 2nd, If he should admit my first propo- 
sition, show the higher or lower law in mind, whiqli 
should coii^ne any part of it oyer its normal attrae^ 
tion ; or 3d, Give the mind law which proves his 
position — ^that all variety is, **^er h, more or les9 
adulterouff.'' I say, if Mr. B. will do either, or i^t 
•I tbe above, I will meet him to reply, or ta sur- 
vtnder. Till t}ien, I respectfnlly take leave of himv 
It is high time the friends of exclusive marriagi^ 
were put directly upon the defence of their own 
system. Though their possesaion haa been loog^ 
it has never been entirely "'peaeeable,'' biA under 
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iepMited pretests* In eveiy pmt mg9, it has bMft 
More or less '' in kw." At a friend of Freo Lot6| 
We summon our opponents before the higher court of 
mental philosophy. 

The reader will bear with a little illustration of the 
gieneral tone and stjle of ^ comeryati?e mind in 
ciriliaation towards the rising Free Love. It comes 
In my ** Lil>^«tor>" and is so short, and so much to 
the point, I cannot resist the temptation to copy it. 

" LIBERTY A UNIVERSAL CPRSK.'^ 

' Hear the language of the Richmond Enquirer : — 
** Crime, femine, ignorance, anarchy, infidelity, and 
rtvolution, stare the reader in the face oh eyery page 
of universal liberty. A sing^le season of want m Ire- 
land and Scotland will' exhibit more human sufferiMr 
than a Mrs. Stowe could glean from the annals of 
slavery through all time and through all countries. 
The South owes it to herself to throw free society on 
the defensive. Slave society is co-extensive with man 
^ time and space. It must be natural, or man must 
be an unnatural hieing. It is reoo^rnized Mid author- 
lied by the Bible, imd was ordained of God. Frei9 
society is a little experiment, a departure from nature, 
that claims no Divme authority, and very little of 
numan authority. 

" We put tiie question to all abolitionists : What 
bav^ been the results of this little exxteriment ? It 
J)? you who should defend yourselves — not us, 
Human experience, and practice, and divine author- 
ity are on our side. You must make out a strong 
CM, in order to jtnstify the injustice of such author- 
biisfi. Liit^ad of sou&ern men beii^ called out to 
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lecture in defence of slayeij, nortnern men shoiild 
be invoked to defend their institutions." 

Really, the amplication is so plain, that it hardly 
oee4s apy aid 'from i|8. The rea^^r ^n pnly sub* 
8titute^tf« love in the plaee of " universal liberty ;" 
civilk<aion for "south;" love for "society;" J;he 
HMtriape instittUhn for ** slave society ;" free loveitei 
fyr *' Abolitionists," etc. Plfease read our extract 
i^n with the ftbof e substitutions, and we protnise 
it win mitfce a perfect fit for nearly every con- 
gervativewritei' ft;^ihst Free Love* 

But we are among the Impertinent and meddle- 
some ** abolitionists" free loveites ; and deny' dA 
€±6h^tt titles to sex. We haVe returned, in our 
bdok,^lie demand tipon civilization, ind citlled lipon 
her to di^fendlierself against the coming light and 
Hghts oIF Free Love. Her age is admitted, but her 
ch^factet fot peace and-ptt'rity has not been the'besti 
knA «(he must and* will toike' room for a larger **ex- 

pfei^ent '' in sexual fre^dm. 

7 ' ' 
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CHAPTER VII. 
mm. hmsbj c. wKioHt — a RBrrKw* — "what n 



XAKBIAes?'^ 

I SHALL quote rerj little of Mr. Wright's reply (9 
the above question. It is not necessary. I repeal 
my bo(^ i^ not designed to be a subatititte for any 
which has preceded it I take it (qr granted thai 
my readers hare read these several books. Tboaf 
who have not, will not, of course, find my reference 
to them of as much interest. Still, they will no^ 
be lost to such. I cannot too strongly urge my 
leaders to read these books on Marriage, if thej 
have not. None can afford to do without them. 
There is too much real value in them ; and of that 
sort which is generally most needed. Mr. Wright'a 
book was written to elevate love and marriage* and 
to to elevate the offspring of marriage. It mm 
written for, and suited to, diseased tad undevel- 
eped humanity; and nothing is more needed. 
Comparatively, it was nobly executed. Mr. Wright 
does seem to reach, to some extent, Uie true 
features of connabial love. He reaches what I will 
call the first germ, or the childhood of marriage. 
This^is much in advance of the large class for whom 
he wrote ; and perhaps all Uiey could bear. With 

• Seepvtll. L«ttfr9,of hisbook. 
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Bearly evtiry fMtitre of hit love-marrii^y accept its 
exclusiveness, I can karmoinze. But in most everj 
line» he seems to suppose this exelustve fiMture to 
be inseparable itom ^e very nature of s«oh loTe« 
He does not see that hk real eonnnbial Idve can be 
enlarged till it bursts its exoln»ve shell, and so be 
enhanced, purified and ennobled. He says, yirtually, 
**Here unto have we come/' and then tike all con- 
clervadTes in the past, he adds his ^'no Ikrther i^balft 
thou go,** Yet we have no doubt his book will d<^ 
tiftore to spread the principles of free love, than any 
other book written, except that of Dr. Nidiols and 
wife. Perhi^ we ought idso to except Mr. Daris, 
Aiough the lattex^ is alike exclusire in his nbmihal 
iaarriage. The r8a<i^ wil^l understand, that these 
ia<en are not responsible for this opinion of ours« 
^ey, Mr« Wright and Mr. Davis, have oeriainly 
done what they coidd to confine marriage to pairs. 
But they elevate love toid free it from law. Theit 
exoeptionid doctriies will prove weak. We know 
fomething of the effect of s«eh free and elevating 
irmths as those books contain. 

But, " What is marriage ? " Mr, Wrights <'defi- 
tition of wife,'' is, ** the incarnation of God to het 
iusband. The great Invisible and Intangible madd 
flsiUe and tangible in tiie deepest and most intenae 
end potent living relation. I speiik cialmly, knowing 
Ae fi^l import' ol the werds I use. No phrase se 
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laHj fiqivesses wbit ifaoii art lo me ai tkis : 1%» 
in^ftrnaidon of God.". ' ; -v 

Tb« 'Mder should know that Mr. Wri^^ con* 
T6J8 hib Mntimentsln a seneaiof letters; repffosentii^ 
a inale and a female-^ a. man land his Mr^*^6om^ 
BkUnicaiiBg each t« the other his and he i* vitwn ami 
feelings as to-^e tnai^iage rehntion; , ' » 

Tho language :of theafcove quotation is rety 
Strong, bni I har^ no controrensj with what I 
believe ta ba its meanings ' - 

'.' Worrfiip ifi a neces^^ of py beings I nuMfc 
worship soniething ; so mutt every man and ecf^rj^ 
woman. My socd cannot stoop to worship timer 
And places, stations and tides. 'I see wo Qod ift 
them. The jr are all the W(»Hks <:^ men's hands. Bui 
I worship thee, without one i^rinking doubt as ter 
my right to do 36, or as to ithether Gofd wtfi accept 
this dcYOtion to the embodiment of my highest eon* 
oeption of his attmbutes, as being ^d to him.'' 
' AU tlils is very strong;' but I oidy dbjeet to U 
^in its > ettdustrs Concentration of Worship upon 
one. Let such a soul: enlarge till it knows 9mA 
enjoys 4 more expanshre worship. I should not 
haye supp^sild so largetisoul nsMr* Wright's oould 
have penned sd narrow and iconfined % splhere of 
worship. Hdwever, it ik only earthing the wotalhip 
which nearly all chrutians. hare concentrated upo« 
ihe headfof Jesus, int6 eisdiisiTe^ li^diaalihiarriagiu 

'' In thee, God is manifest in the flesh." Brother 
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Wright^ we twordiip wuuij QhTiiU and many wo* 
nsea ;^-aU Saviours and all wotaen ; and we do not 
dispute IhataU leal wonea ace SaviourSi . fa^d are 
Qoda ^^maiiifosl in ^e fleah/* So ace real men» 
Then do not confine an onkrged sool-^one tkal; haa 
outgrown the ahackela of, aectarianiam and exclu- 
atreness, to worship <me individual objectyand upon 
<NM iadividoai altar, to the exckttton of aU othenu 
Bsi we are thankful (or even thia progveea from the 
past. 'Man» in a low and mdereloped state, has al-r 
wmys held low. views of woman, and of the ohjeot& 
of her creation, as nuide 16c the gratification of his 
kwer nature. The change is refreshing. Man has 
held womsn betow himself. Even die wise Paul--*' 
wise £or his day, — tells as '' tiie woman .was mada 
in* the man, not the.man for U# womanJ' KothingI 
oan be. more lalse to natuvet than the last clause, 
which we harm emphasised.. We almost wonder 
tliat 8)ich a mind could not sooner break ft^QUL such 
debasing traditions. But such views are passing 
a^Miy. Woman is beeoming man's eqaa) — veiily 
his objesi of worship* If the conservative reader is 
ditfindad wkh my friend and myself on ik\B, can h«i 
not pardon something for ibe ultima effects of reac- 
tion. The man has always bean worshiped* moro 
or less by the woman, and he, has loved (o have 
it so. I diier h<mi Mr. Wright in that I would 
not wordup one woman in exclusion from all others 
And. I oonfess to finiiKng it agreeable to reo^vit 
7* 
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wonhip from more Axb, om. Nor do I dMttt 
10 receive this worsbip hom •¥«& th» o»6, in ax* 
elusion from all other mtm. The expansion of 
heart and imad, which wokld lead the vomao of 
my prefezenoe to lovjs aad wonbip other inaa» 
equally deterring with m^l^ with tiie aama kind 
of love aad woniiip, only endeara her to me. JtiH 
they, too, are a part of Qfte» they are my brethrea^ 
and ''allflefi^is one flesh/' My beaeTc^efioe stki 
adhesiveneM are the greater, aad the Ugber, and ao 
oontrol and baptise in their f»mat my endre eeoff 
Bubial love. I do not allow even here the highct 
sentiments to be absorbed in, and contrdled byi^ th« 
lowest of the lower. Mr. Wright, deepen, mid ^9n 
large the spirit of your theology in human beothar* 
hood. To me, this excWisive spirit and worship if 
insipid and childish. In connubial manhood, truth* 
erren in a mate, is both deaimUe aad lovely ; and 
truth b just. Justice can > never be absolutely exr. 
elusive. 

More from Mr. Wright— ~- " A mas<^ine aoal 
aad a feminine soul in mainage, are absorbed eaah 
into the other. The essence of each enters iato the 
other ; permeates, ills aad thrills it, leaving to Dsi-» 
thsr a separate existenee. Thought responds to 
thought, will to win, heart to heart. ♦ • ♦ » 
The entrance of two souls, each into the other, thus 
making of two one per&et beiag^-^diis is aaarrisgiv 
as my heart defines it. * ♦ « « Iaanix>tJB4 
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Urnkl hMTQ M ^^teace ^iurt from iliM. Without 
tlwe I cMi do nothing. I am nothing. In thee i 
live» waawe, and have my being. To dwell in thee ii 
to dwell in l^e, in God. I hartt no hopes, no long* 
lags, no aqnnitioiM, no life, apart from thee," 

Beally, a womim is the whole saviour of my 
fiiend's theology for a man — and a man is the 
whole savioar for a woman. More :— fihe is th# 
^^rhdie <^ sooietjr, to her hushand, which he can 
pofiMoUy deaife or receive. Eaeh is entirely '* ah- 
•orhed " by the other. But we think we under* 
stand Mr. Wright, through these long exiH*e86i(MiS 
^ lovs. Mid we do not lilce to elip his wings of 
QfHiniiUal afltsdion. We are entirely in love with 
the real subitaaoe of Ae union here described. We 
only wish to enlarge it We woaki n(^ care if-^ 
oh how glorious it would be — if, in the pro^ss of 
the race, the tune should come, when all men &el to 
aU women, «id all w<«ien feel to all mem, like this. 
This would be heaven, vterily. Methinka I should 
Ukfi to live in suoh n day. No, I am not yet pure 
and expanded in soul enough for that^ But, sttreljr, 
love would then ^* work no evil to his neighbor," or 
to his neighbor's wife. I promised not to quota 
aaucb feom this chapter, as it was not directly con- 
nected with our diftre^ce^ But ita real meaning 
was too rich. I could not pass it. Yet I tell the 
leader the book is &11 of more like it, and as good. 
I rtjoiae to know thai wh^ men Mlaia to m^ 
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tiewB tiB t1ii» hook contall^s, tbey lA^ «M>t (sAop^lMnv. 
Whe& man ban really aivinceid to Mck lo?e ts tkis 
loF the 0D«, lie will go on tilji he rdadhes h to Hm 
many ; and the harmony and cdnfleqtMttt! happinesB 
will be jnst 60 mnoh gfeater. Then, ^' every ^d man 
I meiet will be my firther, — ^every oW ^woman» my 
mother ; etety Jroung man I meet will • be my bro- 
ther, attd-erery y^ng woman will be my sister -^if 
need be, my wifei. All children wilMove me, and'I 
^11 lore and embreoe them. Th^ wiH be mJnev^ 
How glorious that dny I A day so long prayed for 
%y alt the pions of earth. In this heaven, tlieve 
will be no exclusive marriage, or giving in mai»> 
fiage. But we shall all be as the real and higher 
angels. We say, let that day eome t let it eome! 
liiottgh' it sAiould over turn and over tum, — <pnrffy 
and sanctify ,->-sift and turn, in a preceding jndg*- 
ment; and bury in one eommon grave of the past, 
ail ftectaritfism and all exelusive mar^iagev and* land 
War racj inbne ocean of love atid untobi Let aD 
jeal0ui3ly and^ hstte go to Itsrown placerl All tliia 
iHHdo.no haras, butunt^ good. We eettess to 
nemo Itttfe difead— (for others, not hr ourselves, 
we think we Have lired passed !t)-— of Uie ^coming 
storm* on this subject, wlieh, iind as we know oar 
prayers> imd th^ pfAyer of 'Mr. 'Wright, for the 
spirit of his p^yer is Hke OUtS; it Will be answer^d^ 
We do not dread, but glorj^'in the moral cals[iwbieh 
irdl sucoeed it. Then will* tiie-^ will of ihy^t b^ 
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4(Mi« lipoft Mrtiiv aait is ckm^rlu h^veiu" WeahiJI 
h% as th« «igds« We hat« no donhl but oxoluaive 
nnimage prevails to- some extent*, in the lowec 
[^>Mere8. Bttt we do not ciiU theee snigQls of heaTen. 
'' The husband is tl^e ideal actvaliitd. No other 
tnan is Hke him, o)* ever caa be. He is stronger, 
BoMer, truer, moro Itewten more pet fectl; adapted to 
the wife's *delicale intaitioQ» than any or all 'Other 
Aien." '^Nobleri truer/' Should marriage make a 
ibol of a woman ?' Shali she beljere wiiat may be 
a&lsehood^ Tine is eontending lor perpe^itjof 
li disease, which is now allpgether too prevaleBl. 
Bttt if eveiy word of Mr. Wrigbt's statMsent wIm 
true, it does not prove his entire exclusiye feature in 
(narriage. There is no evidenee of the absolute 
truth of most of it. This entire monopoly of sex^ 
ual love over all other loves, is untruthftd and 
eidcly. Mr. Wright, in his book, truthlufiy defines 
connubial love to be sexual love, and yet he every 
where seems to give this tower faculty power to 
monopc^ze and control all above it. He exake it 
at the expense of aU above it. In ia truthful hat- 
mony, it should be below other loves, and never act 
at the expense of any. Instead of harmonising this 
with other loves in the brain, each in their true or- 
der, he attempts, virtually, in all his writings on the 
subject, to concentrate all other loves in this. To us 
this is abnormal; and we neVer^U such a state of 
mind hedrtiy, or the true connubial love* It is but 

Digitized by CjOOQIC 



fractioiiftlly io. Mr. Wrigkl, in Am mf , loimtm 
manhood mad womiuiliood. Still, as h« marriea Hm 
&c«lde8 of the mind^ though it bd lumatuial maim 
riage, {facing the lower abore the higher, it is mmh 
better, and in advance of the past 

We Beady harmonise with Mr. Wright ia tbt 
" perpetuity fd love," exeept th#t we gp fur^iec^ 
and would not, in any wi^, hint that it was poaeiblft 
for death to make any diange with it Perhaps w# 
do not diffor much with him in his exoeption, — ^thil 
an unequal deTeloj^nent after marriage might ^eM* 
at least, in a (partial) divoroe. We believe tbii 
often comes, in marriage entered into on some of tb# 
lower phmes. Mr. Davis believes in nature's diyoroe* 
as well as in nature's marriage. Mr. Wright r^ 
resents the husband as saying to his mate, '' Thpit 
eans't not continue to love me if I become unlov* 
aUe." This is good philosophy. No more caa » 
normal mind help loving all which is to it lovable. , 



We come now to the direct issue between us aQ4 
Mr. Wright. In the <|uestion which he puts : — 
*'ls ExoLusivBNass AFizsi) Law of MAnaiAox?'* 

We have said no — Mr, W. says yes. (See Lett^ 
IV. page 126.) 

"VABIKTT IN LOVB, OR POLIOAMT,'* 

«Nina^" (the name gf Mr. W.'s ideal lady re- 
spondent,) " it is settled b^ween us thi^ our oneneiis 
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iHH b« ttetnu], if our present desires and wants are 
frtily answered ; also, that ikt peipetoitj of otir 
cmeness depends on our knowledge of and fidelity 
to the natural laws bj which marriage is designed to 
be regulated. The question arises — ** Is exclusiye- 
itess a fixed law of mind t I ask not should either 
Marry aKer the <kath of the other." This loosness 
in relation to a surviring partner, after the death of 
his ot her mate. Is entirely inconsistent with his 
^de derfence of ezelusive marriage. By his phO^ 
dsop^y, any such marriage could be nothing but 
ididtery. It is not necessarily a crime to die before 
one's mate— And so lore, which we both contend is 
naturally eternal, cannot be sundered by deadi. 
But to aumberless inconsisteiicleft is every man 
dviiren, who engages in the defence of error. 

^'Bttt can wmnan be the wife of more than <xie 
man ? and «m the relation of husband be truly sua* 
tned- to more than one woman, at the same time ? 
To this my heart and my head giTC a negative an- 
awer. Reason and aflfeetion assure me that polygamy 
18 unnatural, and therefore wrong." 

We shall make no entire defence of polygamy. 
On the whole, it is more unnataral than exclusive 
dual marriage. It is all one sided and unjust. Ez" 
elusive dual marriage aioAS to monopolise the entire, 
heart of one. Polygamy does Uie same by more than 
one— r-peirhaps many. Of course I cannot approve 
of the exclusive and monopolizing phase of it. 
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yfh^n. ttkere are more f<^maLQs,th^i^,niftl^a» ^o f&rm 
^jpovmoik for itmae i^ eo^cerued, it i^ b«(^r thi^ 
our present civilizatipa. 3ut mi^nf up po]jr^i4Bjr 
,with "a variety in lov^," as Mr. W. ba$ dqne, is y©ry 
illpgical si^d improper. U does ao^ belong with th# 
latter, Webeliey^Mr* WrigM .knows this» but w^ 
^ve it witl^ the reader to. judge of the 'iuotiTe« 
whioh prompted tP, this course. 

'*What says ths; l^eart? Inr th^re a huAbi^id 
3vhose love is concentrated oxjl onei woman as a wif% 
who can wUlingly allow another man to be t^ his 
wife what he is ? H€^ lovesher — her alpne .-— aboye 
All othQfS) and he earnestly desires (hat she shoidd 
xetern bis affection**' 

Beally, if he ooikcentnites his love on her alone, at 
her call, it is but justikhat sho should do the samo 
by him. If he simply, loves h^r i^ve all otheoB, it 
is just tiuit i^e should do (bd sanie by him. .W« 
say, let the ff lends «f exciuaive marriage be ^t, 
whik tbsy choose, aftd arstia that order.. Wh^n 
fbey can enduM it no longer, kt them velaz .thm 
demand first. <^Be just if the heairens Mlv" and 
th«n they will not fall] « 

'' The very iict that lUMther ean daim her intefeet 
or win her aifeciions, tnoUghito make laarriage 
aUractmi, strikes a deatb-^blow to a true loarar's 
peace. It is equally true ol woman. Hence the 
*oi*igrxy of that expression of feeling commonly caikfd 
jeaiousy.'* 
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Mri'W. here seems again to mix up polygamjf 
with the doctrine of a ** vaHety.*' We have dis-. 
missed his polygamy. 

If Mr. W. means, in the above, to teach, that th* 
exclusive feeling is hnrt by a lack of exclusive feel- 
ing in a mate, We admit it. But we stiD deny that 
Each an exclusive feeling is '•true love*' in its 
fulness. It is fractional and abnonnal; and its 
action canses the "jealousies** to whi<jh Mr. W. ia 
disposed to be merciful, ffe should be. But a 
normal action of Free Love never produces these 
jealousies in normal and healthy mittds. Th# 
reader will permit me here *o record a somewhat 
angular, and yet not very uncommon anomaly. Mr. 
Wright has long been accustomed to find himself in 
n very lean minority on nearly every subject which 
he introduces. I speak it to his credit. He has 
seldom found men's feelings and instincts with his 
own, and with what he coiisidered to be the truth. 
This has been true in his position ob war and it# 
opposite — non-resistance, slavery, woman's rightsv 
and woman's sphere, sectarianism, etc. Here, on 
exclusive marriage, in which the race' are as corrupt 
as on any other subject, his first and kst, and his 
only arguments are no arguments, but appeals to 
the feelings and instincts, and even 'jealousies' of 
men in general. Such appeals are not better here' 
than elsewhere. We should go back of "misdi- 
rected** feeling to the laws of mind, to right up an 
B 
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already caraeaiog ahip. la this all that Mr. W.^«ait 
produce in defense of hia dual marriages ? la U 
his best kind of proof? We were not reqaired to 
do more than by our counter testimony pronounce 
it untrue, and paas it. We have and mean to follow 
him, and reply to auck as we luid. On every other 
aubject, he pvonounees men selfish and perverted. 
Here he is disposed to tr^ui with care over the com- 
plainings of an unnatural demand, or to allow and. 
defend its morbid daiai. 

'' If we are true to oureelves and to each othery. 
Beither eas outgrow the 0ther. I can never eeekaa 
enlargement of soul that cannot be sl^ared by thee* 
The fixed object of our lives must be to perfect the 
iMirmony between us." 

AU good, except a little savoring of law. But 
this is good instruction for those for whcon he wrote.* 
The well developed and healthy will do right 8pon«<. 
taneously, from the right in them. With these, loy^ 
and Imrmony will always take care of themselvea* 
True love will live by its own inherent nature. 

** In every step of my course^ the wife of my soul 
must stand by my side. I can desire no honor, no 
a^ior, lio heaven apart from thee. If thou art 
delayed I must be delayed with thee. We are one, 
in love, in will, ii^ purpose, in destiny. Be it ours to 
eternise this oneness. We wUl stand, go back, oic 
forward, together." 

Mr. Wright, probably, does uot mean to " stand '* 
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&aah progvessioB, or la go back mto evils. Whftt a 
glorious time it wiU be when the mce — every man 
and every woman— • shall be deluged in such a spirit 
of love and oneness, each to the i^er, and all to 
tU; when everj man shali love his neighbor as 
hixoself, and his neighbor's wife as his own wife. 

** With this fulness of satisfiiction in thee, how 
oan I desire another as a wife ? There is no room 
tor another in my nature ; it finds in thee all I can 
ssceive from any wcHoan in marriage, and it repels 
the thought of any other in Uiis relation. The ex* 
iatenoe of the desire lor a second person in the 
marriage union, while the first one lives, proves that 
the first relation has oeased, if it ever existed. It 
seems to me that marriage-love is, in its very ' 
essence, exclusive." 

<< While the first one lives." This looseness is 
vipardonable. It destroys idl force in much of his 
previous argument. He has said that " true love '* 
was in its nature ''eternal," as well as monogamic ; 
ihAt death would not weaken it. He and we believe 
that none of us will ever die in any sense which 
affects love. Then why does he repeat such lan- 
guage as the above. If Mr. W. has his true mate, 
and by some accident he &lls first, will he feel it 
any more right for her to be joined to '' another aa 
a husband ? " Will it ^>pear any more ^ pure and 
chaste " to him ? It is impossible for her to love^ 
tiie last, OT cease to love Mr. W. He is no less 
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^MoT<Mlle/' and has coumitt^d no ofieiifie. ; Mn 
Wrigbt, give up the defense of ^xckisivemoiiogaBifo 
relation, or come up to ^he courage to be mora 
confistdnt, and manfully stand* yaur groukuL 

When I adopt Mr. Wright's viewfl, I ikiil th- 
reader, I will carry them out consistenily: I irSL 
neveir wink at adulteries with a seoomd. mate, after 
tb« departure of the true and eternal mate. 

I think Mr. Wright must have intended tbe first 
part of our la$t quotation as an argument. The laft 
sentence hut one is a mere statement of his opinion* 
Kis closing inference has no relation to the argument 
His implied argument is a '* fullness of satis&otion ** 
m the one ; "no room for another." We quote his^ 
farther: , 

** Men and women have a nature that can be. shared* 
by every other man and woman in the tids of frkud- 
ship, in perfect accordance with the law that bindsr 
men and women together, as such. But in marriagtg 
this general tendency of each to the opposite sex, 
concentitites itself in one, and therefore excludes aU 
others from the privileges and endearments of mars 
riago. The glory of marHaga is its exclnsiveness 
The soul, conscious of refinement, purity and dig-, 
nity, will shi'iak Irom sharii^ the relation with mbrs> 
than one." 

. Mr. Wright here frees ^ every part bf the mmdp 
except the conniibiai — which is a part of the sexual. 
And yet, with all the importance whioh he • attaeh^tf 
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to ilris subject, he is perfectly indefinhe. In a 
l^neral manner, he states a distinction, but in no 
way does he erer define the line of demaiication. No 
other fiioultj should be concentrated. Connubial 1ot« 
^oukl always be on one, *' therefore it excludes aU 
others." It is impossible for Mr. Wright to define thii 
unreal, untrue, and indefinable distinction. But the 
acgument continues the same, a ^'fulness," or ^'no 
room" for more. Beally, we do not see the special 
>^ glory *' in exelusiveness for such a reason. If this 
b not intended to be the argument, then there is 
none ; it is all mere testimony — ^mere opinion. He 
alilrays assumes the si^rior '^refinement, purity, 
and dignity " of this exclnsiyeness. We will accept 
^ this when he has proFtd that it is in harmony 
with the laws of mind. Its purity will Uien be 
self-evident. 

' But let us attend to the argument; — *<no room 
f&t another." When any thing is fiill it can contain 
BO mors. In the same sense in which one object 
fills any thing, it cannot hold more. This is not 
bad philosophy. W^ believe in a law of mind, with 
more or less power to control the aO<»on of mind ; 
that is, in a degree of what we shall caU '< free 
agescy.'^ That a man has some power to ''keep " 
or give " the doors of his heart to her that lieth in 
his befioin." We ha^e atid the man could not be in 
a ttoraial state, abscdutely ezckuiTe in his aff»ctioBa 
en aay thing ; aad that if ha coidd, it would be febe. 
8* 
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That if a man was in lo^e with one woman, h% would 
lore another woman wko was like her, or so finr #8 
•be was likd the first Bat we also aaid, a wiril 
^vel<^d mind had more or less power to control 
Ifae action of his love or life» in confining, concen- 
irating or diffusing^. 'We know of no man w^ 
tarries his belief^ im this power, fisiriher than we. 
This, the reader must have obserred in our main 
irgument, as we there stated it plainly. .P^riMi|is 
Mr. Wright denies the natnnd power in mind to 
sontrol, one waj <Nr the other, the concentrations of 
lore. We some think ho does. If so, in this* h» is 
again incoaaisient with hmaself, as he fiilly teMhte 
free agency, ii^ its preserFation or de^mction. ' ia 
our last extract from him, and id all of ^eav he 
re^setats hie maio lo^cir as having oosoenimtedtbe 
entire life, action or flow of his connubial > love on 
one woman, and of having exclusively ttonopoliked 
h<^ Mtire connubial send. 80 he hAs a ^Mneos of 
satis&ction in" her. 60 there is ''no room fet 
aaother.'^ So he is sending aH he has: and recetv* 
ing all he can e^tainl ^lodd we admit this stsfes 
entirely possiMo— admit ikte •feet and the philosophy 
-^ there is no shadow of proof here that this is Hm 
most healthy, normal, rofined^ purified and elevaHod 
state of con n ubial love. 

Mr. Wright's book is a real emanation fromUi 
own so«l« We beliieva him honest in his testimooy^ 
sttd do hot dispute Us eovreet&ess, only as 1^ dsirf 
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At enlm dktiB^tka w^]<9li be nakes between tkM 
eextud k>^ wbicli he aUowe between- «y aaen kbA M 
mormn, and tb«t whick be confioes to the onek. 
Sexual lore is oae. It baa»like otb^ lores, a^varieij 
%f manifestatioAB, but all toe- goveraed by the eaai^ 
law. Ia ite higher maiufeBtaticnks^ Mr. Wi. but ptg- 
IMI3F cenfiBee k, bid partially coiuieatratoa U« In itp 
lewee aetion, he eaUvety oenfinee and ediijoeiijtratea it 
JSbia, reMen Midi tb^reis tahk undefinabfe diotiniiiHio. 
A ^idbenvviieas may be doneenttated. It wa$ $0 
b0twe<n ''David and Jonajtfaan." Th^ir lote 
<**|iaa8ed the love of wonuui;" ittgrn^sni. The w^ 
^•r haskfieim thia eoncenti^ation upon tt^o, of bis 
^WWB sex. ABiBeqttii£tyeCad}ee<|«^U deveJiOfpaMiit 
bas:^ve]t «s a natuwl di^oroe. We tbiok* ia Ihi 
4aQyrG^ed^e<ateo£aQoietjF» there will before a4h^- 
^atv^lere, but flees ^ejfclutiTe eond«M;»MioiK Thc^ 
-imim^mjatuBf ahwi ^amvnbial Wtov Jt.is s*inp)|r 
the denekpmmit of eex to manhood ef d w^nanhp^^ 
fkiA^rue hannee^ with attt>f the im^ Itbove it, S% it 
mmai be of tremendous pk>we9, wbetber in <;9IVPe^ 
4catioh, m a pavtial dilElision;. If ^iheHxwm 
fcatia aQ IbiB awae, ««x c|»,herSop)etin»e«» H^trfmg^ 
4kaa dei^h, wbat lauet be tb^ fo^fm ^^ b>y#, wl^en 
4mother lMiiiky» anp^p etrand of great st? ength is 
added to (iiii coid^ as it is between tl^oaa of opposite 
Addbi foAis, the ^tm power of l^he trf»- 
amfrdsapiitio HMtit«ti(Hi el civiUced mMf- 
nri i gai g oh a ie mmo $wiai^mdimtim *be to» ^i^m^ 
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Ike 8«aB6«. In oiriMnlloB^ i^ ate AnA up to ikk 
ezokimTB duAliMii vsadm pain of entire sexittl etar^ 
n^n, or loss of caste and c^MPaeter. Law ia 
perpetuallj invoked to protect and enforce iti l£ 
any of the &ir sex, who are not allowed to in^tute 
means to proYiAe even for lJiexr< own adnowledged 
rights in her ezdvaive kw marriages*^ and so ImI 
lo obtain them-^are at kst impdHed, from whatefiar 
motives, to seek and partiallj obtain tb^se ^^ta oit 
df her <^er and her law, they are pursued Ipf # 
spirit of persecution whieh has more than tbe ,amr 
eltAes of direct murder in it. H lingeriagly tormeala 
without feeing its victim. Though these jb&nMHksia 
seen find freedom in death. But we teH the friendi 
of exclusive marriage, the day of her damwng kar 
^istice imd cruelty is passii^ away. Mr. Wrigbi 
is not responsible for all ^is. He is m paHt 
ais the reader will see by e«r fiirthar qMteh 
'tions. He slanderously condemns ail bve oat of 
-exclusive dual order, but does not hold any io tka 
ibrms of outward law. Ihe day is not fur diataoi 
when the race wUl look Imm^ uf<m our l«w„ in tte 
^kce of love, to marry and to keep (oge&er Hiaiiiai 
pairs, with as much wonder and contempt,; as wn 
liow look upon the past hangmg of witohes. 3!lia 
requirement of obedience on the part of the irinnii 
'iHll then appear al&e rMicuious and iUuman. . Tktf 
wis exchum, ** What ! keep men mrf womeBMir/oM^ 
married rriations, by kw9 '' Tbey wtt Mad tluiiib 

Digitized by Google 



MR. ummf «• uRiQHT. m 

Mi (iMa (bow) ibongkt oeeeasary for t|^e.pro^iio4^ 
•ftd 8iAt7 of aoeietyl Thej will in ibeir imf^ttti- 
nenoe, «ak Im»w eomld aociety be in fear of lov« ? 
History will eipkin it i^ , 

&fore proceedingio further quotations, the reader 
will bear wil^ a ftirUser iUustraiioa of our last. 

* A man enters an oiehard of delioioiM fruit. 8om0 
pirti^ukr tree attracts bis attctttioii above jbH ^therSi 
lie enters beneath its bougbs, and supplies bis al^ 
■neotiveiiess to a surfeit^ and ir<Hn tkM to time 
eentinues to do so* He coQtiiHMs to feel a ** Svir 
ftetSy'^ and bas "no loom'' for wore* He emifk /a 
IfMferal ttnd even appreciative hok at otber tiee% 
Wt ho desires none of their fhiit. In this statci^ U# 
al^aaeh^ rep^ " the tbovght of eating from tbem. 
Very Hkely 1 But does.thiapvove that he hasa tfM^P 
r^a lo^ for the fruit of that tree;. only t And ¥k^ 
Witt atsMTt that he acts wiser» mid jnove-in bamooj 
with area his nature, or healtb'Of his stoaiach, tbi^ 
Dm man who» though he m%y:haTe some pre&ren^ 
I6r some tree or trees of the orfibanl, mcnre than for 
att> still te some extent, supplies his equally nofii|i|l 
iqspetite from several? . , 

* > "Mueh ift said about a yaciety in k>Te. It is, said 
Ihat the passional nature of mai^ needs a fuller satia* 
iKtiem than a single oliject can afford ; th^ sonia 
smu aiuat »0et unleas they live with more tbafi 
#nfl woma^i as a w^« Butt^bisto^ofpoljgaiaj, 
odarirhatevst namiiaad by wbateverai^by wbomi* 
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viBe#4lB eiMis^quen^es nre erU, and (MiljerH. It 
TcmderB mMi imbeefle, in body and (Hyd^asd- iandi 
to a disproportkm of the sMcea. Woman «aa nevttr 
attain Itor keefbevtrae poskktoin a state of polyg- 
amy. The only marriage irhioh eomaMads itself to 
llie instiaisl^ tiM leasbn and ^e heart is Az^^usite, 
and 'diM^efbre, ^ia tA^foe*vn^ elerate-aiid pttrify^maa 
^and if^raan/' 

* It is ptemr to tts thM Mr. Wright inte&da still ta 
•eenfoimd Free Loi"6 with Polygamy. This is grsss 
alattder of t)ie fbraier. Mr. Wright's marriage tisa 
ill^fre^ Free Lore and pelygsttty. Free Lore hio^ 
-sMirotBen. FiAygatayi^eA^Iitsiremarri^faej^teidli- 
tsd UrottL one to nmny. W« at^ snre thaife Mr. Wrigiit 
ttiwtsee thit. ' We vrile more ISmp- the benefit of 
'iroman than Cw man> as we beHere woman^ aiiiefa 
jMft l^an man, wWber she be botmd to Ikemsb In 
ittdts-, or by tens or by hundieds, as in the- ease' ^ 
Darid and Solomon, and others. Polygamy is ndt 
'better than dual marri^, but worse; only wh'^« 
^ete isa redtmdifnce of fsm^es. ' 9&kst ''its eonaes* 
'qnences " are not entirely evil. 

We have no ptttieubr sympatlfy for 1^ ]^ for a 
•• rariety," in our la*t quotation. At *e beat k is 
^Im unjust remedy for diseased' and undetelepedmiiid, 
"fkieh'is not ^e argni&ent of F^e Lore. But as 
4ad as we think this m^gpnnent, we dortiel aee how 
^Ivfliaed xttamgea etm, wiftb mk&t lam, appaat it; 
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I«et US look ad ib^ir syatom ts U sUiidfl iheppositioii 
to it. It may not be unprintable* What thea i» tM 
iJM^t as ta present society ? Im the nuu* riage hed^ 
tbere are not kas than tliirty thoustod fetn^es sa^ 
orifio^d ansvaUy in the Unit^ States^ upon the dtar 
of IiN^t, or iBtemp^rate amalireaess. (No anlight^ 
•oed pliysieiam vill disputh tile entire inilMukesi 
af^^is ftat^menti' If any should^ we covet tha 
privilege of didcussing it witii him, in any plaoa 
which ean be opened to us*) Addad to l(he aborr, 
are a lai^ class iito^r eitids who go in tbe atoe 
way^f possible worse, outiof law-^a spite of Ism 
While this is being enacted on /one side, ontheothetf 
isde, 4befe are an equal number of belli aexee, dying 
annually of s^cual starvation, from' nocdssai^ ama* 
tive fasting, and from tbe *' solitary vie^ ^' ilrhuAt 
aometimes fbUows such a life of entive aiuji uimaturst 
abstinence. Many dare not take the 'Step in tn&r* 
riage, knowing there is no reprieve-*- lie mercy, if' 
it should pro(v# unfortunate, short of •deatb|/or 
adultery*«-^o caUed — and consequentJ^as of charae^ 
ifir. ' &ic^, at least, often delay kN»g, And ao* thart^ 
are many in single^ fractional life, wbea they m^at 
oeed their just rig^ta in k>ve« * In thia "wb teter m6iw 
to females. Males are . vastly- more addicfled ie» 
«f solitary vice/' > A physicteh wlio batf jusi pub*' 
Kshed a book on the ''Physiok^y of Marriagt^" 
Isstifiea that this Tice Woiv^fba i^areaae^ a^K that ««r 
ia worse &v tha moo 1ha& « tonifioati0iu'^ 
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OiriKiatioii has never yet dreamed— aloitd, iTt 
ka8t--^f any thing Uke a suceessfnl remedy for alf, 
or fbr any of theie eyils, ^nd yet she is in convoT- 
Mons of fear, if imy man proposes a radieal change, 
lest she should be plunged into something worse^. 
Our friend Balloa is always in this state of mind* 
80 is Mr. Greeley. We do not wonder at this. We 
sympathise with them to sonie extent. We have 
sot reftrred to tiie real character of eivilization, t0 
reproach her, iofr she is onr mother. But we insist, 
if she truly sees her disease, and knows of no 
arallaMe remedy, she should be more lenient with 
her children, who may think they have found, and 
sre deterttined to apply one. Still her very disease 
ereates her fear, but we cannot consult it. We have 
sounded the thing till we are sure there is ho saviour 
ii eivilisatioii for civilization. She has tried law 
and bonds. We leave her to try it stfll. We ehall 
try gospel and f^«edom»* 

* We respect the motives of some who oppose Free 
Love. Still a very large class of those who make 
the gresftest opposition act from tmworthy motives 
—from an unwillingness to give up their household 
gods. Iliese prefer the law, as they are afraid to 
trust their sexual interests in a state of absoluto 
fteedom of woman. These Are ''wiser than the 
cliildren oi seemingly more light,'* and See and 
know that the real principles of Free Love wiff 
bring no gratHioatieii to* their abnormal fiesh. Wo* 
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mAQ will not then be compelled to meet and surfeit 
the demand of lust; tA thp cost 0f lile, as she now is. 
We do not intend to fully discuss, or reply to all the 
fears of the ifleohseqtientic^ of our views. We think 
we say enough to help every enljjrht^ned reader out of 
his fears. We give him the key. If that does not 
suffice^ we must again refer him to Messrs. Noys, 
Andrews, and Nichols. 

Reader, we did not tal^e our pen with a first de- 
sire to hasten the downfall of the institution of 
exclusive marria^, even in its lowest and law piia^s. 
much less ij[x its highest spiritual developments. We 
are not conscious of harboring any ill will towards' 
it^ We have felt the power of its persecuting arm, 
but we have long since out-rode its iroi^ sway, and 
thoroughly forgiven it. We. judge po man for his 
connubial order. We encroach upon no man's mar- 
riage rights, nor wiJl we suflfer another to judge, or 
trespass upon our freedom. To our own master we 
stand or fall. We go at p.ur own cost, and we al- 
low all others to do the same. We respect every 
n^an in living to his clearest and highest light, be 
that light more or less. We feel but little more 
than sympathy for the many monsters of amative 
perversion among our own sex. We wish them no 
harm — but much good. 

We did take the pen to illustriite and defend the 
principles of freedom in love, in and for t|io$e who 
choose ii, and to weaken the despotic power afid per- 
secuting spirit of the marriage institution. 
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CAAPTER Vin. 

BKYIKW OF MB. wiuOIlT OOSTUnnBD. 

Wb return to Mr. Wright's book. " The ideal of 
love and marriage, in every young heart, is with one, 
never with more than one. Social discord and wrong 
may introduce other notions, but I understand a 
deep signification in the old story that for Adam 
there was but one Eve created.'^ ^ 

Whether the statement be true or Mse, that the 
first development of any young mind towards con- 
nubial love is to one, is comparatively Of no idi- 
portance. The mind, in developing to any new 
thought or feeling towards woman, may geneifally 
be so enlarged, while it is on some person in whom 
there is some thing to create, or call forth such 
thoujB^hts and feelings. Besides, by precept and ex- 
ample, every person from his earliest thoughts of 
marriage love, is made to understand that his only 
chance of honorable participation, is with one, and 
only one. However general his entire love may be, 
he knows well, as he develops to the normal desires 
and calls of manhood, that he must remain in his 
fractional state, or more or less call in his scattering 
and free loves, and concentrate them on one. And 
he certainly may as well do this, for if he long de- 
lays, aQ corresponding loved, one after another, 
will be leaving him from a like nec^sftity 6n the part 
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of others. Exclusive mairiage, hj her process of 
sexual draining, absorbs to itself almost the entir« 
love atmosphere, and so leaves all who. from uecea- 
aity or otherwise nemain out of her bonds, in a state 
of double stanratio^. In this waj she haa had 
power to compel compliance to her rule and order. 

In our day, it is wiser for /nost men and women 
to submit, or choose what to them may be the least 
of two evils. But who, froxxi all of these causes, 
knows the power of mind over mind» in the dual- 
ising and concentrations of love or the power of 
habit in leading to it ? Mr. Wright would appreciate 
the full force of all these influences if brought to 
J)ear on his si4e of the controversy. /, 

Hr.'W]:^bt is the last man whom we should have 
supposed, would have referred for his support, to 
the mythological " story " of Adam and Eve. We 
are g^ad of it« A littif while ago, it was a first av- 
gumei^t in the minds of nine-tenths of the aticMers 
for dual piarria^e., Admitting this ''story" taught 
just what Mr. W. wishes to draw from it, it is going 
back six thousand years for the testimony of men as 
to n^art:iage. What would any reformer thiak af a 
man who should go back so far to settle the order 
of society in other reepects ? Mr. W. would pro- 
nounce such a man beside himselfl He knows roij 
well what he would think, if I were to cite him 
back to feudalismi bapk to savagism, for argumenl^ 
to dofend any moral question ^ Mr, W. so we think 
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6f ytm in ihis case ! ^ren tbi^ Wbulcllbe less iMh 
lialfway Wclc'tohis sttpposed dtidl^ir. Trtttli is 
Heret so strbiglitened fbt foi'eigli did. 

But Admitting «t6i^ word ojf Genesis to b^ i 
lit(^ral and trat^fiil f^ttliiilon Siota God, it dbes not 
help the Mends of exclusive ^marriage. Elteiy ar^ 
gument which 'Mr. Wright cOttl'd bring from ii, 
would be equally good in 'fiiTbr of an entire dual 
hermitage. Adain Was as folly e/hut lip by thftt 
dual Proridence of his c^ecation, to on'e^ wcttnan So^ 
daily, adhesively, as he yftta connubially. So of 
Eve to Adam. Each iirere'ishnt Up «o one person. 
How long will real refohner^-^fbr in s6me inspects 
Mr. W. is one — makb it necessai^p for us to waste 
ink, pen, indtime, in reply to such shallow and so- 
phistical inferences as this ? Can n6t bo a^ed an 
institution do better than referr us to its gray hairs 
to command bur respect ? We teil the reader thitt 
Mr. Wright w^ill never allude, in this manner, to 
^Adam and £ve,'' in a public discussion with an 
opponent of good common sen^. He is too wf^ 
and too shijswdto risk himself in such a position. 

♦ ♦ * "Is the mdrriagetie tfapabkof extefn- 
aion ? If a man finds in half a doien women equally 
powerful attractions to marriage ; if each exercisen 
an idqually deep, ritalil^n^, ele^a^g hiihienc^ M hfa 
life ; if the union trilfti €^ one "Would be enough 
ifo bless his life, were all the others e^tetminated^ 
iheii he hasn right, if all e(][ually ddsiie ft,' to be the 
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laMbudof.tlMm^i B«i «tei do^ «spMi6»«# 
pKf¥e »thiglnflttar? TIm OMt ii ndt «T«a Mf poe^ 
dl>l#. It is absurd in the statement." 

Mr. WdgU heie Auify puts, tb* q^ottkm. ''Is 
Urn mmm/g^ iib, (-oeimiibialrioway} capable of ox^ia^ 
•iHi 9" Bulciiis vtplj to it here is auper&oial, and 
laiia iilseeMS evasive, iygain; we aaj, admittii^ 
erary woA of has answer to his own qnsstioik, h 
d«ea notpiove anj^tbing in support of ioM escluMTe 
iaarftage. If tfw» k reveak an.ilMdevelopod stats ol 
niodi : Lei tiiose wiio ooTet a atato of miad wkieh 
wtcULikmiemtk^ satisfiod witb the one, ''were aU 
Ike.otlfeers eilecmiaated/' pray Ua it. W# respect^ 
fidlj^rdissettl from snob a SiDtiaieni»«nd boii 8tt<^ 
aft axperieace. We«sk AoalUaiioo to one^a^o ia 
eapri^ of bein^ so filled^ by and. absorbed in vs. 
Wo leaver wkk/ Ut. Wrigki tba oatiae glory, <ybas* 
tity and parity of sudi mawisfes» 0«r oppo^ 
moBtifk ne0d ttever bejealoua- of us. We hwro no 
atttaoiions towards so OimfiBed an atanoqphere. 

Iliaftofrtnie tbata man may not ftel an ofuall^r 
strong oonnnbiai regiind iox mom than one. It ia 
not anooflsmon £<xi some of Ibe most iq>iritaaUy dsvd- 
opad Mndsy to find it diffieul;^ to se^ieot between twa 
w HMse., Tbe idea m entirely j^oasiUe in nalurs* 
B«t iba m<ndittaa of ae#iety must be obeyed — tba 
9riseik>n mrni ^ iKade. One may be Meeired; tba 
oAevmnatba eMt p& Ifr. Wright^ to do justioe 
to Us aids of ifao-afilM#^»shQdd ghra bis pkikNaoyb-* 
9* — -----d- 



tot wsamufv*.'^ - *- « 

ieal reacKMis for oattftiirig iiinaiifeiKNWaidi aot mi* 
faesivtiieM, Ha botk maj and do gmvenAhf have dwif 
preferences. 

" T]i# senttment of love inds MtisiustkHi is one 
eljtet. The piwek>aii element, iv^ich bofreersv lU 
holy Bame of love, mwforsve a ivider range. WImb 
men say they need a variety^ they my, « in otker 
words, tkat in them, the paanon has tb» aneendenoy 
orer the sentiment.. The man in whom 4he need 
exists, sbonld not tdte the high social nmk implnd 
by the desire ft»r tms marriage, bat denesnd to thai 
level in creation whenein criminal passion iMbBn as 
di8ti^otion in its objects, and finds e^t^l satiskotion 
in them all. Men who advocate a ''rarie^'^ kne# 
that tme> pure nuirmge^leye cannot be ieH te mofes 
than one ; bnt they wish to find, in their valwnts 
attractions to woman, a sanction Ibr w^iat'were other*' 
wfiie unqnAlified bfutslHy." 

Reader, I' aimest owe an apology lor ihe abeve 
extract. I thonght it expedient. I hare extolM 
If r. Wright's bode as ^ whole. In a kw wmdi, I 
will do jttslice to this phase of it. On coming lx> a 
close, on this enbfeot, Mr. Wright attempU le fin 
up what has been wanting in sound, direet» mid pet^ 
tinent argument, by opennnoothed and kml sknidel* 
of his opponents. In the mdimited and nmrersnl 
manner in which be has penned and left th^ above^ 
it becomes aggravated fidsehoed. 'iie,Atleast,x)itgift 
|oh«ve «<Ae«ewo'l«Me. If sngf tender, wheicileivi^ 
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•aoM^Ajf <ol the amottvt ^ Mmhbod itf it, oun gii^ 
Mm «^ tW apology- of '^^miiM, )ie is bouki m 
eliarity to do lo. We ooftll»M to^diiigkdilBmilt^fik 
w to4o Ihit. Agnn I my, I oovot aolilMt part of iho 
iMad oir heartr^wiiMk omi to <' dotbend to the lewti ** 
ti m lower mmiliood.' Vis piittiBg snob nkmii^r iaio 
tiw' iwmth of liis ideal larij, is not ireiy ta stcfW ; 
(«» sistMids ia kk book.) Wfi wBl not give what 
wetM W a Jaet raioft, lestw^ seem to IbUow his 
e»aiple« Q%e reader of his book wffl find wnuf 
nore like ourlast potation, tut ire pass it. Had it 
eaotfaiated.ffeni a lower mind, and been disootmeetedf 
irHh so^aMioh wkieh was reaHy good, I tlioiM not 
bsnro thought of notiohg it. Bach slander witt 
alleys injure the eanse which it indireetiy ahns to 
upbaAd; so'w^ can afibrd toletifpass back to Us 
osMiaide of 'As hoase. 

If the oaly possMe coaditkm of connnMal pnrHy 
and chastity is-with one, and tiiat the one eternal 
BMte, as Mr. W. teaches, the world is neeessarMy in 
a depl^ndl^le condition, ibr it^is natnrslly hnpossibl^ 
Ibr -any man -or any woman to be sure of finding aad 
knowing that one, tfll 4ir itdranced in Ufe. No per- 
sen can know tlmh> mate tffl, or any ifftber than, 
ibey> knbsr thems^es. A man caanat know^ his* 
own iH*dis'«id power fiMler tiian it develops im 
Mm. nii^ at Hie best, is only litde by Utile; W[ 
gittlBall{f . : IPowardai women; he* irat d s a aiepa40 a& ^ 
s iist MS>Mg lywfcrike4eMAA» Slda may^vta'' 
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Utal.of v<emai)u ' Perfai^Us eim ajBiriteal! ant iHf 
0b*ik6ie Are^aeMndMjr in -tiMie ibAiMiM.i4>«i biHu 

Vm aap Cf mpunttHielj^fQlli atid <<BOt rmtmSMLmor^JY 

K^ oeme fiir<& juiUandc^ i«ipoi3ka»i f<Mi^re«<4£dHil' 
yeUgwfeis .ohftniftMf . We wiH wippilMi'lliitf'tta i» 
k#tw4«iiini«r(^t3r"fir^ Mid (bitty. > Utre •titter >Ma baI^ 
orgaiiiiMd Alices Mid serfroai De(iwii4^»'a0||r'gNi^ 
4pirti A»£ liuU «f' theinB. Om is mmmrmtine, IM 
<^«r r^foiflM^ory; One lQi»k» j!»Ugi0u4^ .Uidt^lkft 
after f9rw»r4 We4t]r«iW« is lo fimdi^of Aeiiw^ 
Again, from thirty to forty, ^Mk b^ginl. te Ito all y 
kii#irh)«<ir]Mriiikll#dll«dpo«6r. H«««. tooOny 
g»«pirt.. <hHiii4»bflmthe«tlierj»ofie:A0£milt'^ 
tJudii«< , T)m^ atiU l«vt ; And ptolMipS'^JiiM «> hm 
We, bi]4ifiaie'ii<»9 isn^^ bow fWBt «id Ihtyter^ 
itotHNitim iKitwiMiy. Perbiip».4inf IP 4iowl»»ifim(u 
tlM«<|iil (tf.ftf otbex* :S«iA iwyr.MiSur. Bi^twofft 
]^M from tUi iiMiQiiali^v NoMi^^imiiMiiearAi^ 
dheiv We:«ri^lifti«wtetw»berftjata«idi«aoM#» 
aeenaei^tiftllut^BaAwluidwy fcwrii:kMree»^ 
pArieateAia omr peirin^ tf ftoHdetow ]urf: solniii 

db« fiMfc(iiliililb08 terod: Mk^PN» tt» let irfw 

Jm w* jiaii* «hai mrntffe, 
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described abo^e, is not i^lae, or against nature. 8uch 
a maniage i8> so fitr as H goes, in harmony irith 
ttature, and is chaste, on its otrti plane. Tet such li 
oewple couM not Ihe etemallj in a first relation, 
•aeh to the other. Nature leaves room for, as well 
as worftn her ehangefs in sifch cases of unequil 
grt>wth. She gives Various degrees of divorce, bilt 
not idirays absolute and entire. She also has her 
degrees in marriage. And so £ir as any one kee|b 
in hurmony with her varied promptings, all is Well. 
Ybf^re need be, and there will be, no collisions. 
' Adhesiven^a has her degrees of concentration, 
tHKd her like changes. We are sure Mr. "Vf . cannot 
fijfrljr do aHray ivHh the force of these suggestionij. 
Mr. Davis agrees with us, in the main, as to ih^ 
)>ast. 

I think Mr. Wri^t encourages sudden and vehe- 
ment love attmctions, by the power which he givefe 
Hover'the entire mental and moral manhood. Hb 
represents its action as uncontrollable, and hardly 
leaves room for the real power of our free agency. 
But whatever maybe the amount of truth in his 
fttetementSy I mtist caution the inexperienced mind 
against an unnatural and sudden flow of abnormsA 
attraction. We often see this rush of amatiyeness, 
in its reactions from the equally unnatural restraints 
of law and bondage* I do not so much condemn i^ 
deplore it. Though, under the circumstimces, it is 
not strange, its c6nsequences are often very unforttf- 
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nate. Some very strong We attrtetloQS are At 
from being healihj. Reason should nev^ fiiil k> 
guide wisely and safely the soul's ship of We. Let 
me illustrate. A physician of the y^rj first 
nence, related to me the following case which 
under his observation. "A man of refinement aad 
Standing in society, suddenly found himself 'in 
We ' with a lady of equal refinement The lady 
reciprocated his attachment, and they were soon, at 
is common in such cases, absorbed in this over^pow^ 
ering We." (Mr. Wright's book would moit 
certaiuly justify its extrenae power.) ''Tbe man 
had a wife. But she was a real believer in ikk 
doctrine of 'We over law,' and in 'obeying the 
latest connubial affinity.' She did not wish to hinihr 
the testing of her husband's latest We, if the thin^ 
could be managed wisely in v^w of the tongifssr d 
out-siders. The man moved with hia law wife, an^ 
his lady love to a place where ihey could manage * 
their love relations, unharmed by society arouB4 
them. In less than two months, ^is all-controlling 
We began to relax. It reacted to indifferenet^ 
coldness, and a slight disgust, on botlr sides. All 
extreme regard ceased. Of course, they were now 
in an awkward dilemma. But we must leave them 
here." After rekting, in substance, the abovet th# 
^Pc^toi said to me, ** What do you think of it ? " I 
I said, ''I think it a case of partial disease of tbe 
4d9Eections. It was an amative fever." " That is it," 
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itid he. '* It begbs, comes to its crisis, and e&dft is 
reaction, like disease.'^ 

When the system loses its equilibrium, when the 
blood rushes unnaturally from one part of the body 
to another, from head to heart, or from h^art to head, 
we all consider it more or less disease. It is a real 
derangement of the physical man. So when nearly* 
the whole life and action of our entire loves, social/ 
laoral, and intellectual, concentrate upon the con*^ 
nubial or amatire, the affectional equilibrium is 
lost. The mind is unbaknced, and is incapable of^ 
judging or acting wisely. This is abnormal. Re-* 
rirals almost always partake of the same religious* 
disease, or abnormalism. We fully admit, that even 
tlus, in religion, or in connubial love, is sometimes 
bitter thaa stagnation — than moral and sexual 
death. But life and love are much better than 
either. 

I hare no doubt, but such cases of unbalanced 
lore, as I have related above, will vastly increase^ 
for some years to come« The law bonds upon love^' 
•re to be taken off ; and men are not yet sufficiently 
developed, and wise in experience, to use their free- 
dom without much wrong and suffering. But 
l%erty will work its own cure. We rejoice in the 
assurance of a still larger amount of returning 
health. Men and women are too deeply involved iir 
what Mr. Davis calls " extremism and inversionism,'^ 
to regain their health, without a season of thes^ 
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^teoiMtefohillB and iever. Theae auddd^ And exci-, 
.ted developments of love are called "fiilling ja^ 
teve." U often m '* falling 'm love/' It is better, 
Ul ever^r step of our progress, to rise in love. 

A leading fea(;iM>e in Mr. Wright ^d Mr. Ballou, 
ik ma expre$sioB of abhorrence of any deviation f^oi^ 
ope in love; or of not receiving the entire love and 
ifsorship of. the. m^te^ This sort of, to ua^ sickly 
■^timexit, always occupies more space tjiap any sort, 
of argument. . While w«i haye the most entiri^ 
itapeet fpr Uiose who, for good reasons, live to theijr 
exclusive bonds.; we hfve none (or this narrow aiid; 
belittleing feeling which ^bese writer^s ao b()astiiig}y^ 
}^ld ia t))e fore-ground. 

, Mr. Wright u^^s. tl^Q necessity of striving, ly^, 
e|u?eful cultivation, to perpetuate love. T)iis is gq^ 
i^j^structipn to the undeveloped, fof whom, he wrot^ 
But those who are actually developed to their high>Qr. 
jllaQe of connubial love, have nothing to watch or 
tp strive for. Such love» in entire spontaneity, wiU; 
l^tect itself, All. on that plane are beyond ^nj 
ptossible thought of jiQalou&y, distrust, or fea^t as to 
the preseut integrity, or as to the future, of a ma(e« 

Ifarriage makes one of two» and one of many< 
So much so, that either fraction in the one. will as 
aoon be jealous of him or herself, as Iq haye th«^ 
Bfixne feeling towarda any. other pef^on in the unitr, 
" Perfect lovef f^sisi oui all fear'* and restlesa aipji* 
atiea Each lovea. tjie. oth^r,. Ij^roiigh and througb« 
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«a Mm or herself. Yet in thifl siAbe; idaob persoii 
in the tw<>» or ia tlM many, liveB hia or ber endr^ 
ladividTialky. Ko one is owned by or owius another* 
Sach is hia and her Oim ; and each Jmows how to 
li^e his individuality, so as not to haian another. 
Dear reader, all of this is possible. Perhaps not 
possible for ohildren, but possible lor real adults^ 
There is a lade of spontaneity in Mr. Wright's lore 
marriages. So does each lose much in individualitj. 
But more of this when we come to Mr. Davis. 



CHAPTER IX. 

AMDREW JACKSON DAVIS GENERAL REMARKS QUO- 

TATIONS 7R0M HIS BOOK. 

A. J. Davisi as a Clairvoyapt Medium, is the 
miracle of the age. We think him> in some i^nse» 
jusdy entitled to the appellation of << head," as a 
teacher of the Harmonial Philosophy. We say, as 
a teacher, for, with Paul, we make a distinction be- 
tween a teacher and a fiEkther, and we do not consid<\r 
him the latter. The mass of spiritualism which has 
since flooded us with its intellectual and moral bles- 
sings, and also with its fimaticisms, has pro4uce4 
nothing like him, ap a whole. Several minds in this 
ind in the other sphere, have siiceessfujly criticised 
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iottM parts of his works.' Maay of hit moiml /vhit* 
higs are like propbecj, fi|r in adta»ce of his own 
actual mofnA elevation. Perhaps -ihia is true, ia 
a degree, of all reamers* Mr. Daris, as a teacher, 
occupies a field of vast extent, and of overwhelming 
importance. Through hun, wisdom is uttering her 
voice to the sons of men. He now writes direct^ 
to, and for, a iarge class of minds, liany of these 
minds, though of reformatorj blood, are not yet past 
the star-light of harmonial truth. If there watf a 
Divine wbdom in the thing signified, by the " vail *' 
over the fiice of Moses, when giving the Law to the 
Jews, — and I believe there was, — a like wisdom, for 
like reasons, may hide from our seer and teacher 
some of the higher freedom of the more glorions 
future, by its spiritual veil. Mr. Davis, evidently to 
us, does ** not see to the end V of some of the law 
phases, which still linger in the in&ncy of his har- 
monial philosc^hy. As a believer in a wise and holy 
expediency, we cffnnot complain of Mr. ]>.'« ^ptitt 
teachers for this ; — and they may be alike untaught. 
We in no way find fault with the Providence. Even 
the ancient Jesus found it necessary to leave die 
world without revealing all of his highest p^cep- 
tions of truth to his dearest and best beloved dkoi- 
pies ;— much less to the world in general. They — 
the disciples, — could 'not bear it." Moses, Jesus, 
and every reformer since, were likely to be the btst 
Jndges, caeh' for himself in this matter. We only 
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wirii to 866 ijl hig]j^l}; inspired mi^ds so write m 
not to croas the track, of the future, a^d come dire<4- 
ly in coUisiott with it But we wave this desire or 
seemiAg objection. 

We love Mr. Davis. Fromapartial diversity ia o«r 
Biental "tompeiament ;*' he is not our first masci^ 
line mental love. But no other man living ever mr 
atrocted us as much as he. We have been taught 
much higher moral or spiritual truths by another. 
We reverence A. J. Davis as a teacher. 

We now approach no written testimony with mors 
Mverence then we do his« We love and respect his 
guiding angels. But Qod has created in all of n^ 
our own separatt individuality. He will never re^ 
caU it ^— I speak rev^tjently. Nor should we ^Ypf 
yisld the first iota of it to any being below Him. 
When Mr. Davis writes to my understanding, new 
and utiportant truths, I most diadcfuUy receive 
them. . When he> or imy other mind, wriies wb^ I 
ea^ttot onderstand, I leave it, but with care not to 
oppose it. But when he opposes what I know to be 
truth, I have no fear to review and critieiae him. 
The reader will bear with my confidence. Such 
an assurMM^e is not necessarily dogmatism. Every 
man knows tome things. I, too, am a medium of 
over twenty year's steady growth ; and not only 
write in harmony with a legion of angels, but I 
write what I am identified with, by having traveled 
all the way to it . I am respoeaiUo to the world Icir 
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my btdk ; jei I have leaT« of mj gutdiog angels to 
ifivile Mr. DaTit and his guiding angels to a fdll 
discission of the point of difference between us, in 
the presence of the men of earth, and the men of 
th« ^hefes. 1, and we» most respeetlullj challenge 
kim and them to Ae discussion. And we add, if 
tkis challenge shall be taken no noti^ of, without 
other reasons, we shall not accuse these o]^>onentsof 
cowardice, or of other unworthy motives. We taki^ 
our position in this, but judge no «tker man's or an- 
gel'* duty or priv^ge. 

Mr. Dayis' book on Marrioge has instmcted Ut. 
Me goes deeper into the philosophy of mind, and i$ 
much more liberal, on the whole, than Mr. Wright. 
It no less ekrates love. Mr. Wright's book waa 
eompamtively moi^ fMn. his hnrt, Mr. Davis' was 
more from kis Af ae?,— bat from Uie upper and wisdom 
pftit of it. In Mn Davis, there is Mttle kss itt 
amount or volume of the magnetism of love, and 
vastly m«fe in wisdom^inr higher truth. Mr. Davva 
has his '^ $eitenpka$ei oC marriage," and contends for 
the naturalness of these various forms— bigamy, 
polygamy, and omnigamy,^-oii the several lower 
planes of the mmd ; and so he is almost entbely free 
from the bi^g^otry and intolerance of the past aard 
present. 8«ch a spirit in a writer en 00 sensltiTe a 
iheme, is meat lovely^ mad entirely beyond tkis Rg%. 
Mr. Davis testifies that on the harmonial j^ane, 
monogamy, or one man wkhcne wosuui, is the only 
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poMQ>l4 i|u»mg6. la bit reply to Dr. Nichols h^ 
argues agam«t a " variety." He repeats hia ** ever* 
lifting gratitude to Mr. Wright hr the ezclusiva 
^ature of his hook ; and, like him, confounds ancient 
and modem polygamy with modem Free Love. He 
entirely ignores the true and elevating principles of 
the latter,, and associates it, sometimes with partly 
the same fbrm» and sometimes with the monopoly of 
polygajny, which is a dijBferent form, but always with 
die undeveloped and sexuaji relations of the long 
past» or of the far back to a rude age. Whether 
this is from tfie deepest ^lorance of the whole sub- 
ject or otherwise^ I leave for the reader to judge. 
lit. pi%via. knows that jtha n^onogamio, as well as 
the omnigamio form ^oc^nd back alike into the past. 
Andtbe "pot '* of the p»it cannot successfully slan< 
dav the " ketde ^' of the sams past, in relation to its 
ttior^^ We have never chargad exclusive dual mar* 
«iaga,,a9 such^ <tf seoaualism; nor will our opponents 
•ucoess^y &sten the latter to die car of Free 
ho^a^ nM such. The effort is most inglorious. X 
did not expect it. frpm Mr. Davis. The most char- 
itable conclusion possible, to put upon all this i^ 
tiiali it is (he fruit of ignorant. We have felt no 
dispositton to summon up the dead past to directly 
help our eauae» or to wound our opponents ; though 
we might hay^ JMt t^ truthfhlly dona so. All forms 
•f hwe . h$fn hem ipore^ or less drunk with senf ual- 
iam in the past* Mr. Jhrh tells u^ this was more 
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natuml in the infency of ih6 in/c^, S^'T beHete^ 
Hr. Wright goea back six thousand jthn to find ik 
^ir to support his dual order. Mr. Davis wonldf 
send Free Lore back to degrade it. (1 do not say 
this was his motire.) I ani taking it for granted; 
that the reader has seen Mr. Ihivis' book. We shall 
be to it soon. Gentlemen, we decline the journey 
for either object. We disapproved of this in Mri 
Wright; and we hav^ no need to go back for ottt 
aapport. Mbd is with xts, and we can read it, but if 
free Love has so great an antiquity as Mr. D. givef 
it, we respectfully ask all who hare a peculiar Te** 
spect for ancient institutions, to let this have itt 
proper weight in our £ivo^. This is entirely Mr. Wii 
prophecy that the time is not &r distant when suoli 
men as Mr. Davis and Mr. Wright will be compelled 
to see a distinction between our philosophy of sezi* 
ual freedom, and that of the past or present seasod 
freedom^-br more correctly, sensual bondage,-?-flS 
we see and confess the vast distance between ihdv 
exclusive marriage, and the general marriage of tii4 
present, and nearly the entire past. Wq do them 
justice, as they do not us. 

The reader will find our first extroot on page ft9^ 
oi Mr. Davis' book. We think this the most 
appropriate, and tlie nearest related to our subjeol 
and argument of anything in ^e book. 

"I have shown,'^ says Mr. Davis, ''liiat man'^s 
love-department is divided into m sepsrate aetaatiqef 
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Ii&rpdnc^es, t$^ b»vbg its own ^adep^ent 
mode of being and dcang. Each has an altmctiox} 
of its own» and therefore seeks a separate gratification* 
From these six loves there emanates six atmospheres, 
Ettch.atmoi^here is composed of differenUj ihaped 
atoms, having, c6naequentl7, different affinities and 
manifestations. But the six emanatione^ neverthe- 
less, commingle and blend into one atmosphere, 
which then environs the individual as the air sur*. 
nmnds the earth«. 

<<This aromal sphere of the sonl is what sensitive, 
natares feel on the approach of di&rent persona;, 
realising an aUraetion or r^^pu/^eon^-^being affected 
pfeasorably or otherwise, without perceiving . a 
palpable cause. This atmosj^ere is what a do|^ 
smells in his master's path. 

« Each love has also a different-co^ortfi atmosphere ; 
lliis feet in cminection with the different ihapmL 
atoms, constitutes and makes the individuality, 
i '* And each love gravitates to its kind. The parti- 
dis composing self-love are angular ; hence jou ctm 
Jbel the nettles of selfishness. Parental love i# 
composed of more ipkerical atoms ; hence childrea 
and horses, cats and dogs, feel the presence of Ua 
atapsphere. Animals are readilj domesticate^ 
mnder the influence of this love. 

<< Strange^ cam feel the aroma of fraternal love; 
its atmosphere is finef and its particles more smootll 
attd penetrative. 
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* ''And jot cmkfbe},in oertaiii p«rtons» tlie diupo^ 
t^ of the ocmJHgftl love; ir^tfa^ it be on ih»^ 
subordinate scale, or elevated to ^ higher phases^ 
Its particles are ^ou or r^Sned in «&a^ and eo^ 
in accord irith its intrinsic growth. S^4ave is» ia 
ererythingy a bigamisi; it invariably asks fbi twa. 
pieces, a ecHnmon expression of selishneas. 

*' Pat^nkd l&wf is %pol^amist; it ciAs to phtrali^ . 
of pets or produetions. Its attractions lean toward^ 
many children; and embraces many «Teli morSi 
i^pturonsly than one. If ehildren are. not deiiired 
By kll, it is mainly owing to external eircumstanoet* 

'< IVtUemal,fili€U atid tmiveraal lovfi are by natwt 
dinnigamio in their atinities. Th^ late a looontkBii 
^net^ of objects and subjects. In ^eir rapturoaa. 
and ever-widening sympathies^ they encirele millions: 
^t on^. It will be 4 glorious era^ and eiiceediligly 
peaoef^U when tliese " loves '* can httve a practicd^ 
development. 

"But <k>njugal love, the marriage' pQ*iheiplb» Irhen 
it its juvetnle or adoleaoent stages, includes all thii 
|ireceeding ibnns ; it is a bigofnist, a puifgamUt, ail 
^mfiiff<jam9t, and is unsteady ; but with maturitj 
*nd with civility of development comes the poWeif ta 
love but OKs connl«rpart. And wheii thus de veloped^ 
the atoms of conjugal love are spirally shaped ; tht 
female inteilocking with the lAak ataiosphere; each 
iowing into the other's being.'* 

The above, we understand to be Mr. Davis' ekir* 
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mfnmi^Bfitaomj. T^ xm, it ooBtamaom^ <^ tba 
lMpe«t Mid moai eknr mintel pliilatophj which w» 
luite «T0r seen in priAt; and alao some wbioh w« 
think compleic, uncertab and eritmeous. The eniiM 
distinctness and indiriduality of each jGu»iity» &ad 
also their union and h|innonj» the yaria«s shaped 
and coloted atmosj^eres, all commends iti^f to our 
mnderstandiiig. All of this is rery bsantiAil. It i» 
a rsal jewel, l^at these l6Tes in their iadividaalityf* 
are one a '^bigamist,'* one a "poljgamist/' aikt 
three ''(»nnigamist,'' while the sixth, the sexual, 
passes through, in its growth, all of these phaaes*^ 
vp to, pr down to the monogamist, is moce donbtfiiL 
^e do not like to take the room to giTS our entim 
objections to some part of it. Why oouM he not 
have informed us wbedier any oth^r iusiflty ehaagss 
Ha form in progression t This is left entuely in tim 
4ark for so important a subject But the queatioa 
is» what are they, each and all, when aoting in tha 
highest state of union and harmony ? For they ara 
oae, as well as many. Oonjugal love grows and 
isvelops to the " power to loTe ]^ ous Qounterpari." 
^'And when thus developed, the atoms of" thia 
*love are spirally shaped." 

Now this is a treSQenduous proposition This ia 
the hinge on which ciriliaaticm turns. It should no4 
huve been passed so slightiy — no argnneat-«Hio 
proof— but testimony only. We hare testified tiiat 
ibk loTe will deridop to an ahiBly t» lore rnort 
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tium one, and ii« ksTe argueiio pto^e it Bttt iv^ 
AM glad of soimieli' from Mr. DaTit. It flMRw tbal 
fexuftl lo^e hM beea right ia tiie pMt; in its ftiM 
l0/?6s. It was aotbg to its natare. Childi^b should 
Aot act like inttii. This is quits a stsp gainsd. 

ProgreasioB ^gsoerall j brings ealMgement and an 
increaso of power. But we find oonnnbial lore cett^ 
tmeting m progression, decreasing in breadth and 
extent of power, as it advanoes. How remarkablo 
Miat everj man, as he attempts to defend 'exelasive 
aiarriage, reverses t^ order of every natnral la## 
and never gives a substantial -reason for so doing« 
They seldom give us any reason. Mr. Davis, i0 
ether loi^es change their form by progression ? If 
so, in what direction ? Do they contract and cen-' 
Indise, or do they expand and enlarge t We are 
inquisers and learners. As Mr. D. said nothing of' 
tlMir changt, we will oonclnds they do not: w^ 
vean, of ooufsev in fbrmr of manifestation. We hav^ 
w> evidence of. this ckange in amativeness, in its 
•sparats ipdividuality* We admit, that as progress- 
^on brings a rebthre change betw^^n it and other 
iicnlties, so its action may to the same ext^t 
change. Admitting the ''shape " of the connubiat 
atmosphere does change, how does this hinder its 
fitting all aUke progressed opposites? Does Mr. D« 
mean to teach us that this atmosphere is so coneSft* 
Imted npott^ so eehfined to, the one, that it has n^ 
power to ^ a reilsase, and so stmy elsewhere. We 
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lottot Mkhre i»s&y pttramMnt utieMe ot wupttiaioii; 
lilt ITS iwikl> thst **U> diride is^not to lidt^ away.'* 
Wb do IM^i wHbdttew ear adhedvv' lo^^ from one in. 
#rder t<y lore linofther, Ko more do ir# 4h6 <soiinu<^ 
bial. Mr* Davis, like othera of hn finik, does not 
siany, exoksively Tnkrty, aU of the dottinibial 
•tmoq)liete. H^ allowB sokn^ pairt of it to aet in 
harmony with the ^aws of the highet lories— <wlih 
the ^Timvereal loves." As a oompat«tively high^ 
sitotal philosc^ber, we eall him baek to this ^^bject 
WiA work is hardly b^gnn. He is bound, on every 
principle of jttBtiee, to give ns at least some due vJ 
the kw whieh separates this faculty, and frees a part? 
imd ctmfines a pstt. Show ns why some part, (w^ 
4f6^ not know what p«rt-*4he distinction is his, and 
tSs friends, not ours,) can be non-ezdhisive, and^ 
dther parts cannot be^ As he has Midi to. give ui^ 
any clue to. this, we go in sear^ of pvoof, but we> 
&il to find it. If we take the outer nan as an indejc^ 
of the inner, we are not reli«ved. We see nothing 
more incompatSbk in this sense^ with tlie emmgamio' 
form la cokionary love, thkb in any Mh«r, any* 
h^er. M¥. D. would and does virtually admit; 
Hiiir. We insifet, Uieuytliat we hftve^ a right tp eaU 
Jbr-pRK^ , :. , .; 

At first, 6ttr opp<Hiei[As» 1^ Mr. BalkM, ^ntende4 
thai always «iid #r^tywher#^ every aot of vari* 
sty was, per h, -^^aiore ot less adi^.evotui/' Long 
iinee many of these hmr% ttrivted nearly to Mr. D/i 
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poakion^ dutl Ysrioiis ordon m^^ Im^ h^mii ri|^ 
in (he psfti, mud poeatblj t» soom extant m A« 
jH^BMit^ BiUifcheaeHaw ooiit^d Imiity that ^aojr 
how, they knav ,tbe esciuaivelj dpal ia the high«|t>i 
iMid the &ud of c<»uimbiiil lo?^." Oa the whole, 
Ihu ie » seal goia in the ^ght diijBfotjon* We tof>l|^ 
Qiir p^n to.ifQHt them from thii laet stand poinW 
and '.we ta» .$iM^itie of final anoceaa* Here ia theix; 
last hreaat'^worki and heie will ooma the death-stmg** 
gle of -e^celuaiYen^ea. Mr. Davia^ a noble and an hsmr, 
GffaUe leader^ has taken hie position in this.,gi9« 
We h<^ and heKeye he wil) nevei iinrfender tbi^ 
postto while he has any philosophioal amanmitifioi kft 
to defend it We ooort the dis^naa^oa of 4ua Ifwit 
question. What is the Jugheat ordef <tf eooinubiai 
love ? This ,book cootaina o|ir aigumentatiYe jrepl|( 
to the qnefliUpn. WiU our opponents give u^« m 
thorough and a« dJM)ta defence of th^ position, if 
the tiung ia poaaiUe« . 

Mr. Davia defines naifriage 4x) be ''the union ot 
the efivtenee oC twior/alosig,'' ; We add# tibia union ojt 
taro- ortmkNBB atoma^: Xhwre ia a dimlity ijn mamag^a 
i^ is between the two sijen the m&h ttud^the femak 
ataoaphems* : I hate no di^nbt but that Mr* D. a^A 
this duality. He sees a healthful harmony in tth4^ 
jMning of . tb0 MTorMt 4»ltn W9d^ a .ifoman. We .^ee 
a still greater hafnoigFiftl;lM^9NM*««||eofrii9«^ j 

Eten'tnuehxtf Jthe higher hanvo^^y^ of j^aipiagfQ^ 
wbiisbi ^he«idefB# teaeh. on litwaldU* to panriea to tW 
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dl^r Bphefi% fbr its prsctie»l renlizafion. Tiot f^ of 
it, and mote will be cfxpeneneed ^6f6» aihd *«& .thit 
#trdi. lilM Paul Sn h\a ''ihM lietanBns/' and 
Airedeiiborg in his ^ oelestsd splMras,^^ kd sees thuig* 
Aere, which are Imi clshnroyBiit riews of ikmgg to 
l^ome, and t» be eajoyed faete. He sets unlnUbful 
bounds to the preseiit, and coming aMaianiftnto on 
our earth. 

"'Repnlsiim,^ i belieTei, is oonsidegrsd by Mr, D.» 
as a neg^aikfe, or h less attmetion, anctidesigrMd to 
regulate Ihetarkws degrees afattemotioo. Atkas^ 
fliis is our tiew. And shooM ire admH Ibai Aom 
on a widely different jdaae aiagr ssiwr be so Iwr att 
tracted to each otbeTr as to desire and nocmallj/eigoy 
all of the rights of connubial love, it is atiU truf 
Ibat those on tiie same plane, and of "Ifte teaiper- 
meat,'' may. . Biiick cannot In frssdsHi* be «»tire]|r 
sxchisivB. That which joins them to oaa»'wiU join 
to all on the same pkin, and of tiba sat^e "tenipem- 
inent." The abiity to appveciste the <a^^ giyes. tbf 
aMity toi^reoiate all othen on the satne ]>hu& ^»^ 
«f the SSMB tempeiamtnt 

Mr. Davis teaekea vsthat &e best we oan do |i|t 
present, in seeking a connnMal tuM, iSi if posaiU^ 
40 rmdk the '^sptrkuai plane/' and #ee that the 
^«enti<al temperaments'' iMe^ in J^artaoi^. Then 
by eff[>rt,and a oareibl ;cult«ve, fdl others, w an^ 
leas degses of lepuhion* eim U t>]Wi^t into sub- 
miasion, and pdibsps M kst<lntOilov^ i^dao.re^^ 
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die unioD etonud. If tlMM rqinbioM m% hbMxf, 
md normali this oowmi io fer dtMojn BfonUiBotj i 
imd, lik« Mr. Wnght, h«» m &i« iimQ«ef<t detme$» 
from indmd«alS^» for the nke «f itnitj. If ibeM 
KBp«l«ioiis are «iiieilthy» 've gh»; tht same a4^c4« 
and add move to it We adtiee all to*al leaet overeoma 
fliese litde repnljuoiia^ so lur at ibe7 ^^^ i^nonaal^ 
between all on the same plane. But iieyer» in an}: 
odee, ^ for aiy bmsdb; to^ aUfi^ieeft. or oppcesa a 
iMaldijr rejmluon. Free. LoTe neither requiEes; nor 
atlowe any tuoh saoriBee. It kaiPet unabridged th^ 
ttost perfect spomtaniety and 'indiridttdity. Xhv 
oentriftigal force is as impoftant as the Centripet^ 
and we woidd leave tSl liatttnd foiroea aliket free i* 
ttiatter or ia Mittd. ' 

Yet we insist eves here» that as benevelenee can 
do ei^ery other' aei of «tilify la harmony with it$ 
]^neral law of jnatiee and merdy, oY^r thaee les^ 
i«pii)«llctad» wi^ont hariaiag them^ao the eaeae i^ 
tf^e, to aoi&e eztent^ on this sahjeet. Tht^re. Uf 
Yarioos good uotlvee whioh may wisely ^ead to the 
nltimates of lore. A degree ci need^ imtoal and 
horual enjoyment; wd the creaiioh of o&pring,'are 
«mong diein. Iii the £nt and second oases, at leaat^ 
if the^ two do not mix ata^ospheres any farther thaii 
(hey harmonise, no'harm is done. H^s iw seoietimeB 
possMe. F6t dways. As I shall not take the roo4i 
ib prbrt this last preposition^ the readiir caatake or 
leaVe it is itr seems to be ttuth m oAerMse. to. him. 

i ' 
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' I am wm Mr. Darrit will not tdl nt thai (3od 
•ver mada iir& persona of ihd oppoaUe pex»/vbo waip 
entire i^traetioa,^ aad no repuUkMo. Tken aaiwe 
narer perfMtly marriad two* But natora laaj, and 
probably does, areata a parfaet fiUMaa fi>r aaoh aad 
for all in iba raoa; then why not leteacb find tbaft 
a^plj im the raeet WJij try to improre npon b9 
worin? Wbynet allow a perfect apoQtanietj, and 
wot warp eaeb iaditridoalify for ibe aaliMr of unity ? 
Vfhj not allow the nioe to ptogreaat to a higher «n4 
inofe perfect hamony, in * perfect apontania^? 
Why marry any man, real maiK, bannonial man, one 
iota beyond hia normal and ^ontaneoQa attra^tiona ? 
Why labor to aisimilata the ona to the other moaa 
than is strictly natural ? Lot each and OT«ry peraQP 
dHfer from me atamaUy^ so ha aa thajr ware n^ade to 
differ. Univeraal lova will harmoniia and auppi^ 
alk' I shdl find ^mj phase of nuurriaga 0omewher^» 
and arery meiital» moral mad matarial iraat supplied. 
Fhara bo r^flA to airic or eaqtect a peH!^t " raat " ia 
any one womssn, but I hare auah a ri^t in the race 
-4n "^raum. Sa I gm mg^lf to w<wan* If I 
find much mora ^last" in aoma ona woaoouiy than in 
any other— and thia ia nalcind--4 may and should 
tdteamd^i^yit 

On page 411, Mr. Daria cornea diraotlj to the 
qwsation of a ^variety*' in law. But he doea this 
hi reply to Dr. Niohola. For two reasons^ I thin)c 
tt unnecessaiy lor me to ^ote .machi or Wiita mniah 
in reviewinff it. ^ , 
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FiMt, I M» fcon ''Nichols' lottrnaP ollaei month, 
^ot the Dr. hM replied to hkn in a ktor •dilioii ci 
his woHc on marriagie* Secomd, Mr. Daiis resohnes 
'the qvtslioQ of a nuiety in knre» into ths queslkm 
of the •'fieyeaess, ttMteadiness/' or otherwise, of 
1ov«. On this, I eertiibify havse no oontroveisjr idth 
Mr. Dsvis. I doubt wheAer Dr. Nichds has. We 
«M admit that Jore, ia iin uadeveloped state, is sonse 
times fidde* I am sure it will Boit ha so ia. tae 
)tarmonj. Mark, I jwAj ^eontsnd that we mair kite 
more i^an nme. Z tJiiak I do not Imtot divoro^ m 
the present stole of Um worlds as miiekas Mr. Davis 
or Mr. Wi4ghi. They allow a vmmif by a anceaa- 
tfott of persons ; I more by a svocession of acts, bat 
^thout ""potliag away." I do not like ''puttiog 
away.'' It dften parti^es of a nmek gseater dsgvee 
of injustioe than eutise azolnsivieness* Katuie does 
not often, after fanning or pennitting so ebtim a 
-Ttnion, abeohttdhf and entmly pot nway^ As » hfiK 
I nerer advised tiie s^iamtiaii of m^ and .wifil. 
Perhaps, in a few oases, n^ore wiidom. migfai. hmn 
'lead me to do this. On Hhi whole, I do not genor- 
gjlly appfofe of too Tiolently Astnibing past and 
present reliUiMS, «o gotiotfaa hotted wbioh wo 9My 
justly hold in promise. Sometimes it aaMy he^ niso. 

Mr. Dnvis asks': ^* Does not every well .•davcdoped 
person obey fte^lawof harmony t What is hara^ony 
W the nnity of variety ^4ha*Mis ihe eentiaUwyioii 
of Hym^V I oidy tfply, m ymk^ in hanponyt 
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k coBt^test intit ihe aotion cf erer^ lo?» of* ^m 
mind. Oomittbial iov^ '^ CMitmliMS '' on womaik 
He adds ; "£yerjrlov6, as Ika^e hit^mlto aOmiad, is 
jBoaogamio : I i^Mak now of tiM regiikted soid« 
When the*soiil duids Ibift ocinipatkm whicli awete its 
attimedoDS, it do^ Bot-wish to be ditorosd At>efrom» 
but steadily. loV^s aad lab<^ onwanL" I follj agvee 
with this sentiment, as I understand him here in 
ike nse ' of Uie word " laonegamic/' In my. reply 
to Mr. Balloti, I said thttt every focnUy was, in one 
sense, OMtfaed to one desire*-one object. But maa» 
inthis^'regahited" state; finds thid one desiie-^^oiM 
objeet, met in many persons. Swean beaerolettee has 
but one desire-— it desirea bot one objeot; still il 
takes a uaiTierse"to supply material for its gmt« 
ificadon. 

*<AlimentiTenes8" has but **(m$ desiw/' bat it 
takes aVanety (^ ^ftiioks, 4tfKl a variety of diverse 
mixtures to folly supply ii. ** But presently oomea 
a fatigue^ a tboogbt of monotoiqr, a loagbiy Cmt 
novelty/' in ej:eiasive monogsmio marriage. ** Well# 
have tme lovers no other resoovees ? Let me think. 
* * * ^ Society is •BeessiUe<-friB&ds aie to 
be visited and e&tartidnec^ the imperative demands 
of the rraiaimiig five afipeoti^is are to be eonsidefed, 
and to aU these vaiieties m^y be added mi endless 
progfarame ^ pleasmraUa efbfta and leidisiAto 
aepiratioDS for tl^ woil4'9«dvanosmra(t.'' 

ib. Davis l^s haxe: toteOy auihihted his enlire 
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MgoBMBly if be nettit.k at sn' afguneoiy firom tiM 
monogAmio natura of all the kves* Beoamae, if that 
ttOBOfaotte hMT ooniiiea coBDitb^ lore to oa# 
penon^italtta coafinea mwtj lova to ona paraon. 
00 dl of tiria ^aooiatf/' and tkeaa many '< Mends,'* 
aia lioaaiDaa. Thai knr^ ao oamied ont, would taka 
aUt Ub the mythotogieal Adam and Bra, jnto a doal 
haraidtaga« 

Mr.'Daria e xprca a c a hia opinkn of <mr viewa 
aoaiewbat fmly» b«t wa jnss it «< Gan Ihere ba 
frtadon b anor t " Hor aeter. ^ The tmth ahall 
iMiha you 6aa." Yes>. alwajv. " >Bst wa ask oar 
appoMnt, what ia tmiht WI^to ia tha tmth on 
tfiia adbjaet? and wa taka oar preaent laare of hia 
alight argament, (wa are |Mt mM Uiat ha reaQy 
meant it as an argument,) by inviting him back io 
theaabject 

Mr. DimaielerBtoibeteatittianjrot Swedenbo^ 
aa to the daal marriagea of beaten t and tehOea • 
partiealar eaas of great glory, i^aplendeDt beauty, 
and eottipaniti?e loveHMss. Probably no testimony 
fiom the other spheroto has gone past Hiis^ Jesua 
teetMed beyond it, but from what evidence, we do 
not know. In Ae mupthU- pair whfeh Swedenborg 
deaoribea, mneh of tlMir b«Mty, to him, was from 
^ir beatttiM olotfalng. He writes nsaoh- of the 
coverings, or apparel of angehi, as ireH aa of their 
marriages, and yet he hardy drops the testimony, ibat 
''lie iiMrasoal angM^ g6!ttak«d>' (I quote from 

Digitized by VjOOQi^ 



memory.) I testify tliat them to ao ^olvth^ nukt* 
riage or elotliing in tli« higher o^ reii heayem. AH 
^zehtsiveness, and all teiAB are then taken awa^ 
^e^re is too pure and too beailtiM to need, or b» 
marred, by oorerin^. ' Bitt we Aotild have snppoaed 
that eren if they were naked, ilMy might hays ap< 
peareld in elol^ing to hit fi^ght. It wonld hare bees 
wise. Still we hare no donbt but eicdsazre matriaga 
ikiid clolhing may be oommoa in i^wadieei Pargi^ry 
and' Ute HeAs. I ftm^mm Swedenboqf aaw thai 
imbkg eonple, in what i should call Faradiae-t-et 
some of the lower hearens. Paul aaw» in viaiaiiv 
to the '^^ird heaTens/* bitt hethoi^ffattt iiotet*> 
"pMlenf ^en to tell us w4iat he law tieri. XU 
jctcetoma of hearen^ and of earthy om Uie aarae mmd 
'^ner, wiM be- neatfy alike. 

Bnt there is aiiother interestfeg t^w of thia caae^ 
'Which may be 6tigge8ted> aftit ia so afptopriato i 
Teply to Mr. Davie. Mr.- Bavia tells nskt his bods* 
t^tatitwas ^visiohs oftbo^d^/MMt/teadaemiat'' 
whi(^ << Mipplied Swedenborg wilb BMterial for hi$ 
infernal ^herea.^' We saw» twelve! ysmwago, tb«t 
Ae great aeef's deaotqytion of tfaa ^'«eleatial aag^* 
40f heafien, was aothmg mor^ -Humi a tivtbfiil view 
of aome of the cdbstiaLaaltela of aw qpbeie. It 
'dMnott^Meed' &e toith af the miml ok iqpkitiial 
^^svati^n of soma adildajof murmiyidluse wi»UU 
AwA we then tamt^t it aMsa than *]^hiMe that hi 

loalyieklHif *^aiana V of theil^ageeter#(faael 
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bit rebtiowi <tf th# < gloriooi naptudi of heartti 
Biij^ kft'N lM6a aiD^j a jiuit tribute of prophMj 
of Mr. Wijglit'sMid Mr. Daris' Liw^ marrmge, and 
poasibfy tba ideultoal ioMige of ^'Brnaatandl^iBa'' 
hi our Ineud WriglU'jB mi&d* But we hare bo Hied 
to leaort lo tuoli an expoflitum» beliering, as wedo^ 
thaft iriiat eziate here exiata thera. . , 

Mr. Dariaaaaajuid foretdla a oomiiig war*^''a 
Maodkaa war/' oi^ die ant i aBt of marriaga : i^id jat 
la Ua poaition, ha aa oma cqmpellad to entigaly ig^wy 
•na of tlia first, if uot tha firsts great and lipnoiable 
AaaqnoM in this war, John H. Kojeu. Yfe tcill Mr« 
Darist ik^ kardaat hattla will com^ whan:and *ph^ 
Man ars vequired to raUnqoiah tlieir mwop^iffjag 
graq> upon woman. When the man feala that tha 
last vaatige of what liaa bum^ot less strangtbened 
hia4>wi|0nfaip ol aax, ia giving wiaj ba&re tha Stm 
•feonuag tn^ them and thSTe wa ^riiall saa i^ sen- 
sation whieh haa not baoi aqualad in jaodarm tinea. 
Man, m tha past, haa raated upon daada and marriaga 
^erlificatsa fer.tha pioteation of his lands and aaxaal 
chims. Our reformatory ofqianMits laquiaahimlo 
yMd tiia twf^twU and acHue tiasaa to consent ton 
€kan§%iAf099mim. This, as Mr. Daris fereaeeik 
he wiB oppoae. But we siudl only aaa tha ML 
alrangth'of his opposition, whea tha demand oovnf 
home tohha tq unooadiiionalljF and llNPaTer yieUl 
Us enth« pefsansl and e^aid«M« gnuip upon aand 



▲MBREW JACKtOff DAVIS. 1S9 

Attd every womaa ; resting each year, m6nth» day, 
hcmr» minci(e» of Ms conting fiitare, upon bis own 
inherent lovliness to attract and supply his coming 
wants. This is a condition whidi undeveloped mind 
is far from coveting ; but is «ver ready to seek to 
Bx<3AdL, Our n<Mi-ezelusive principle, added to our 
entire and absolute freedom oi woman, is what will 
'' lay the axe into the root of the tree." If the past 
teaches us ai^ kssoii — and we think it does — it is 
thsEt as man has progressed, this man-power over 
w^man, with its monopoly of exclusive ownership, 
has become less and less. Polygamy is a sort of 
wholesale and one-sided sexual monopoly. Mono- 
gatoy is an improvement in the right direction. Its 
mo&e^ies are less, audit is more just to man and 
more reciprocal ; yet it is for from being entirely 
just, even on its own principles, to woman. The 
rich and the poweiM have receded from many to 
one ; so frur as they have lived to their covenant. 
Marriage, in her present ir^utUce, is old in years, 
and strong in power. She seems to sit in compara- 
tive ease^ and in her slumbers, as did slaver}' a few 
years since. But she sits upon a volcano of smotii- 
ered and crushed afifoctions, which will in a coming 
hour, break her slumbers and arouse her from her 
lethargy. The fires of a true and burning Love will 
yel bum up and consume, as they are ianned by^ the 
perpetual gales of truth, her exclunve and selfish c«n* 
ouMMity. Their poifarf are at work, and scdmig 
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ct0 stay thwa. Everydiiiig will forward and haateft 
it. The more narrow minded and eeniUIj selish 
have always felt it keenly that they were not 
permitted to oarry Aeir ezolosire system into heav- 
en ; but the prophesy of their religion had taught 
them not to hope for ^is. But when these lower 
minds — I speak what I know — see that another 
pn^hesy in the same book is to hare a Mfilment — 
that the will of Ood is to'be done on earth as it is 
done in heaven — as the higher angels do it— they 
will howl in their misery. Soeh minds do not, and 
can not at once enj<^ the five spirit of angels. We 
should be glad of the assurance that the coming war 
would be entirely "Uoodless/^ Still we hare no 
fear personally^ Nor have we a thought of living to 
see the fitll consummation of all of which we speak* 
Progress is slow at the best ; and doubkless it is wdl 
that it is so, on the whole. We teH the, as yet, im^ 
developed world, tihere is to be a nighty cha'ng$s 
Vcm selfishness is the rule in eyerything. Benevb* 
lenee is the exception. Progress w9I change 'all 
this. BnnTouuicx will ova n^r bb thb muLE» 
Avn sKLnsHmis thb BxoBPnoR. Wiien aiaii 
has feirly grown to his manhood, he ^wiU be 
nothing loweir than this. The marriages of Mr; 
Wright and Hn DaTis aie gloriooa, coiapared to th^ 
past, fear ^y really and trnly elevate lore to As 
lower phases, or to the germ, df (q>iritual and hitfmo^ 
nial OQunttbiidity^ Bui wepropbesj^ tkatevefttbese« 
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in the M^te, will hfkre comparativBly " no glc^y,** 
by reason of the glory which will then so &r ez«eed 
them. The^miti<mofa ripe, manly and womanly 
love will then comprehend and absorb all of tfa« 
good in all below it ; tben> in connubial love, bener- 
olence will be the rale, and selfiahneaa vnll be the 
exception. I glory in the hope and assurance of 
euch a day } and in liring to hasten it. The formar 
tion of man's brain premises ail of this, and it will 
not lie. Mental philosophy never lies. Progression 
will redeem its every pledge. Nothing is more 
is^e. We; come back to thiMi " war "—-as we hope 
** bloodless w^r." W? agree with our opp<me>iti 
^lat it is coming. We, in ent^e respect and friend* 
9bip» y^^ aolemnly, piU th^ question — when that 
war &irly comes, in all iU intensity, and aims its 
most deadly blows against our non-ei^clusiye prin* 
ciples, where wiJl Mr* Wright and Mr. Dayis ba 
found ? That hour wil) try the soula of reformera* 
We, in the commencement of ihv^ mental^ and 
m^re than mental, stir, stand in defence of all> <it 
nearly all« in which these opponents have par.ted ft<m 
the princip^s of the past Where will Uiey be when 
the ci^ moje iully reafK^hes on? omnp t I must 
repeat my interrogatory"*will tjwy then be loui^ 
on the whole, for, or against us ? We aver that w« 
fre no|; anxious for ourselves, or foi? the oause whiob 
we id<9nti^, fU9 to the priustjcal anawiBr;wh>ch th<l 
fvitui^ limy gire to these fuaatians.. fiM^hi&Ua 
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look, lias cksaed us witli the eawdj. Wi6 thew 
men ever retract that iblly? Double Iblljr to tbe 
real oauee which they b%A to promote ! I will not 
apeak Ux Mr. Wright, but I think Mr, Davie/ if he 
doee not then directly liivor free love, will be a mes- 
tal and moral non-reeiatant towards it, and treat it 
with entire respect. We hope not to be disappoint- 
ed. More, we hope he will yet rejoke, and fed 
''everlasting thanks^* to a higher power, in the fr* 
nal fulness, as well as in the in&ncy, of his Har* 
momal philosophy. 

We and our exponents alike contend for the ab« 
•olute free<km of woman. This is welL Then it 
is right that she should be "allowed to choose the 
father nf her children/* We here tell our oppo* 
nants if she, in freedomy shall continue to do this, 
in strict harmony With their dual doctrines, im 
will never r^roach or condemn her for it Are 
Iftfy ready to meet us here, if in such freedom, she 
shall, to any extent, act in harmony with our viewet 
We have a right, and do demand as much as this 
of than* We ask Mr. Wright in the name of ev- 
ery principle of justice and consistency, afler having 
•o nobly defended (he rights of woman, to take off 
and keep off hU hands from all women, and from 
■tan also. I honor the man or woman who, from 
an honest fu&, or belief, lives to his or her dual 
pledge. I have no heart in me to reproach ot 
slander tueh. We ask, and demand of -oilr oppo« 
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nfialbBp who talk freedom, to fiel and ad freedom — 
Mno frttdouk. 

If we OaU to make them understaad our mental 
philosophy, we will then meet, and appeal to them 
to let iMMMon he free; and we covenant with them to 
ke^ hands off— judgments and reproaches off — and 
we will abide by her practical decision. We can 
join issne here, if they and we really mean iht free- 
dom of tmman. This is a good and hir test. We 
shall write our book as they have theirs, and then 
wait with entire trust to the developments of the fu- 
ture. Wonum will have her freedom. Truth will 
grow mA prosp^, and that shall be our final arbiter. 
12 
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APPENDIX* 



Whiub we We twen writing our 1>ook:« iSfew VoJjJk 
ci^ lia9 ]>een all astir witk a Yolcano of ifree I^ye. 
^0 pot that : It was a volcano of exclusive mar- 
^^ge^ touched off bj a free tove match. (See city 
jpap^rs about the 20th of October.) . fhe Tribune 
reissued its bulls, and pledged itself anew to. the de- 
fence of the fiimily. Other editors — from tl|e great- 
er to the less, even to the remote towus^-cauff^ the 
^^pixifi of the tames^aif4 we^ on ihe alert ; and afikjid 
.^^w^d tbeu* vows of watchful care and kmd.re- 
.g^rds to thejr old mistress. Seriou8lj---what hi^ 
.happened to cause this alan^ in the marriage instt- 
.futipn ? Has free love, epcroached uppn ber just 
ifV^ established , rights t Has she clandestinely 
^t^red the sexual plantations of her neighbor, and 
•en^ieed.i^way his body slave-mate? Not There u 
HO evidence of that. Hassl^e token the liberty tb 
regulate her own domestic concern^ to ter.OWn taste, 
regardless of what might be the incideiital effect 
. upon her old neighbor ? We ihudt jiot even that. 
,,5he Las spoken her mind of exclusivp mar^age, ancl 
^.recommended free love 1 She haf |ta))ced abp^t ihfi 
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marriage insiittttion. It will not do. SomethiDg 
must be done. The power of the law mttst be in* 
voked. She most send the noble Brisbane to her 
citj dongeoQ^^rikiilrhi'^aeJa^tii j(^ what she 
can and will do, if her wishes are not regarded. 
Shame on such despoCTsm and cowardly persecution 
m Proteataatism 1 81iame on such inliumanitj in 
the light of this age i 

When an lofititiitioii of bo great agej and being in 
inch an overwhelming majority, ia bo easHj and 
carelessly set in auch e recited and augry motion, it 
is moral proof equal to a mathamatical demonstration 
of her inherent weakness, and of her coaiciousness 
of it. It must be rotten at hearty and without a sura 
foundation. Like slavery, it quakes when touched. 
Yea, when eren looked at I Mr, Greeleys Mr, Ballon 
and others, would know bow to appreciate auch re- 
flections as these, if coivnected with any subject not 
in harmony with their feitli. Our opponeata eee the 
TRill force of them, when they relate to slavery* Gen- 
tlemen, consistency is a Jewel. If I were to find 
auch a senflation on my side of the house ^ from com- 
pai-fitivly so small a cause, even though our beloved 
is hardly through her teens, I should recommend 
Its friends to look again, and overhaul the whole 
eoDcem, to lay a deeper foundation for their super- 
structure. Mr/ Greeley believes in the entire safety 
of truth In free discussion, when it relates to the 
insiltutions of his remote neighbors j but does he 
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leal)^ dj$T^ p tni^t< it ii^d )»piaelf h^n ? .Has b9 
BO fear of the consequences here ? From hif oours^ 
wiU> Mr. Andrews, and sfft<?e, ire think he ha3. Still, 
Ml h(e believest ip .a tnie ex^edi^ncy, be ii^ h|tT§ 
thoii^ht the people if ould 9pt y ^ be^ it Perhapf 
not "^e do not oomplab of hin« but we di^ thank 
im . f(^ v)b»t he has ventttwd iu this lin^. 

t H^^ W)t| dope with Mjr. Greeley, I wiih Jto Ter 
cordjpdy sincere gratitj^e to hinpifpr the|p(i|odbelai# 
done to the pause whjich I adrocfUfd, aa also, ip eyerj^ 
oth^ r^ical |«£pni^, in ^paring th^ way for it ^4 
thorn by bia g^eral ^ffq^,on the nid^ of free 4lfK^ 
i^n. Whatever, ipiay ^ his f^tore couiie» JltpiDHupf 
neTjDr tqfqrg/^hif pfuBtservicf^^^ Heha^jnadeb^ 
ijpa^i;f6s op th> p^iapk^rprpfiik degree of Ireedoiou 
Idko.,42ie ^olter^to ike plqw» H haacut t^:8odl 
True, i^ aU ^ ,be>aaneyer vm^ t9i .^van^^ jprt^ 
Iqv^;, audits^tbiff <^m14 w being b<^,; Jy jwouW 
gladly slay it.' He has just rei^ifed bM pM0^ ^ 
always pursue it, and if possible exterminate it (I 
itp^otelBie lbiC9i>)edgerifiL Ih^ Tttt>UM '^ he bis. 
At ieast^hb steads fai tfa«t forillon. ) Del ilM<«Mwe 
0ftlie:ittiafciradMMfetii;lfe emlkfnfdmhim 
been John (the baptbt) now it is Herod. Christ 
has come and John is qo more needed. We think 
Herod is; but we have no fear ttiat he can do his 
successor any real harm. We most sinoerly pray 
that he may not do by what has been the John 
In hlmseU; as the Herod of old did with the 
Iff 
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bftpUstf." • As'one Wio'iSrbfW HW "Wis "^idte 
fearetf flits:- 'V' • ^' ^*V ^ 'v > -^ - ^^ 'J -. ti^l <- 
' Mr:Gtee\ef h sUTJ tealty kefdieS'k l%p'ifH^ 
iinft aiva^ceih^iit of free love; h^ vet' before Tialf as 
Srttifch sb ad iiol^. H4 Ka'ii taken his po^itibn belifad, 
in the wiirdf it/ kntf by Tif^ opposition' he' wilf brfng 
the whole power of hl^ treinenduotis Ibatte^ to 'drFve 
it ipfward/^ "the caiis^ iiks affile \ekf^vi "^enoug^h, 
and lit, Gi^eliybas'takek the bei^i possible position 
Whifehhe could take, and tie ' bniy ori^ wWcIif' he fa 
toow prepared to dcoiipy.t Here he will act iiHth zeal.' 
lWader,tWJs6'Vcr$ out i^tect?ons onrn^tig thfe 
laW ' ^leKi Ae W pferpettaft opposiiioii <o ' oiir ' jii^ct jile!i 
1tt'the*Ttibtrtie: ' AtfT turned ■ftbta ' m j; piii W that 
japer fiit Wlaiii)^;'t^ks-^cmiragedima%^^^^ 
ehedt^tet p^ii^sefc t^pbife/'I'A) iidt?*beHev© 
that'* ttirthfti! opposiflbn w!H' Wr^'idvitticfe eito^. 
4at J d6 b^d^^e li^t4n4nhWffiM1^y^tM^0n' Wl 
^wjq^-'^vinci^trttth.''^ "". '^^-'^ '^^ -'^ ^"^ '•:''- •'-. 

[Tte wtli^r JMal4H9a]^it9;ther.f««i^v »hAt.%^ 
4dB9tA»ymmfmf 9^«eil«iiHlit^l9sd»pri»^v] 

" . ) .L<.m'm'. h[ J- <>!:'V^ ( ; ■* |t*j '* '; ) u;lrT, j: * •* 
■i • f* .•!'» 'I'f ;i ': •{'♦I Off 97/t*! .^w !\i :*'' [mi;.I' 
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The^BMiti 4Imri^» lcii«f« or foel» 

Or bigot, pkMul^ orinw* 
Who lor vdTABoameBi of hoA kind 

If wiser th«i im tkmbv i • '- 

. |n»U»tlKh<BiME shftU distill; 

For him ihe «B»^ band ; 
For him the ^bbet shall be built ; 

For him the iftltfiw prepared; ' 
Wm. shall the* scorn and wrsth otfcJen ' 
* F(ini6e with deadly aitti ,« ^ 

And maUo^, ^yf, spite/«Bd lies, 
' SbMl desea^ate his i^am^. 
But truth eball eon^iier at'Hi^ last t ' 

For i^omd iiira nyond we THUf 
And ever the Hgfht c6m«B uppcrafost, 

Ahd'a'r^ls jitttlee'doiife. ^ 

Pace through thy c^ll, old Socrat^, ^^ 

Cheerily to and fro j J , 

Trxist to the Impulse of thy aouj, ' ** ' 

A D d let the poison flow . '^ ^ ^ *_ ^ 

Ther may ahattcr to earth the lamp of o&y 

That holds thfl li^t divine, 
Btit they caanot quench the 6r@ of thought 

By any such deaJIy wine ; 
They cannot blot thy ipokea words 

From the memory of mau, i' 

By all the poison eyer wa» bruLaed f ^| 

i^iTice TiiBe big course began^ , | 

To-day abhorred, to-morrow adore J p. ^V|^ 

So round and round we nm* j 

And eTer the tiiith eotnefl uppermoBt,-,.^j 

And ever ii joitice done. 

Plot In^fcA^r^ my tuf^oAtei, 

9e wiser H^aWf' pe^rs; 
Aaigtikifht tfte range of humad po^r^- ^ 

And tmsfc^ coming years.' ' 
They ttay \dhlf tUee :«^uard and tmmk i^dtirsed. 

And load ti^ae^Rlth tlispMtie; 
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^ ^ ' Thoa wert born fire hundred yean too soon 

.r But hot too soon f^r human lihd— 

Time hith i«w«^d in ' Mbte'f 
And the aeMMMof eor «toiieeliMM» ' 

TheiaintsthMweaddiiei ' 
The blindoiyb tee^the ehMii»i»lfrdf < ^> 

So round and wmi w^ nn^ 
And eyeidihe wmff i^fMhofted ttirhe #i«i%. 

And erer jqalaeeBdoatt " • i 

Keep, GftliWi to ^y though (;, 

And imtf thy spul to bear ; 
Thej Dmv ^bat o'«ir lh« Beriae]«Aft wo)^tb«y wring 

I^lrom the pauff^ of thy de&],iair ; 
Th^^ may v^il mdr eyea» hut they consoi hida 

The iua's msridian ^Igw | 
The ll^el of a priest dkw t£«ad tbea dorn. 

And a <^t*iit work tbee woe ; j^^.^ 
BqI ne\'er a trtiLh haa b«en deetrQye4 i a 

Th*?y muy cura^^ aud caJl it ciime ; 
F«rvert aod betnayr or tV^der and ilfl^f 

ItB teiu<her8 for a tlm«' 
But the Butuhine aje will light th& a]^« - 

Aft ronad and roudd we rui^ 
And truth ahall tirer oonie appc^moett- ^ 

And jufltiee shall he dojieL ^ f 

.ind lire there now StUch mon u th^te^ 

With thought* like the great of old T,» r 
Many hnye dUA in tlifir iniirry, [ ! 

And left their thought iintold ; ' \ 
And mtny live, and a^ mnked aa ID^/ ^ '. 

And are pkced in the cold world'e baa. 
Pot Bending their bright, far-seeing 40ttlft 

Three centnriea in tiie Tan ■ 
They toil in j>eiiurj and griei^ 

Utiknou-n, if not maligDed ; 
Forlorn^ forlorn, bearing the seoru 

Of the mea tieat of mtnki ad. 
But fei the world go«v round indn^ttiul^ 

And the genial ieaAonB run. 
And ever thjb triith comee uppsmortt^^n f 

And erer la justice dg^e 4 
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